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Current Topics. 


The Full Court of Appeal. 

THE SITTING this week of the full Court of Appeal, for the 
| purpose, we understand, of dealing with points arising in con- 
nection with alien enemies, is an event of unusual interest, and 
the more so that what is ordinarily known as the full court—the 
two branches of the court united so as to form a court of six 
judges—is on this occasion increased by the presence of the 
Lord Chief Justice. Of course, the decisions of the full court 
have technically no special weight, and they are liable, like other 
decisions, to review by the House of Lords. In Vagliano’s case 
(1891, A. C. 107), it will be remembered that the House of Lords 
reversed the decision of the full Court of Appeal, and affirmed 
the dissenting judgment of Lord Esner. But the decisions of 
the full court carry great weight, and are especially valuable when 
early authoritative guidance is required on a matter of great 
importance. Moreover, we may say that the full Court of Appeal 
| has special interest for the profession. The two Courts of Final 
Appeal are both remote from ordinary practice. The Judicial 
Committee, indeed, has in general no jurisdiction in matters 
affecting this country, and while we have the highest respect for 
its members, their mcde of proceeding is foreign to the methods of 
English courts. The House of Lords, too, though it is for this 
country the final depository of judge-made law, is rarely visited 
by the ordinary practitioner. But the Court of Appeal we have 
always with us, and figures such as those of the late Lord Ester 
and of the present Master of the Rolls are more conspicuous in 
our minds than the more highly placed judges—the HerscHELis 
| and Watsons of a recent day, the MOoULTONS and PARKERS of 


‘the present—who have the final word. 


Civil Courts and War. 

AND APART from the interest which attaches to the full 
Court of Appeal, the present occasion is one which offers a great 
| opportunity of ameliorating the law. We do not know the par- 
| ticular points which are to arise ; if we did we should not, of 
| course, discuss them ; and it may be that some decisions will be 
given before these words are published, We have already said 
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all we have to say with regard to the law of alien enemies as | But we are naturally interested in the defence which the Solicitor- 


settled by judges of past days. The alien enemy is excluded as 
a plaintiff; as a defendant, on a fair reading of the cases, he is 
But the existing law comes from days when the conception 


not. 
of war and the conditions of business were very different. In 
days gone by, war was a more or less natural state of affairs. It 


is now recognized as inhuman and barbarous. We are aware, 
of course, that the books on international law treat it as per- 
missible, but those pages we close. The conduct of a Govern 
ment which, like the German Government on the present occasion, 
commences war is, in all but the technical sense of the word, 
criminal, and it has to be opposed with all the force of the States 
which care for the maintenance of public order. But the crime 
and its repression are a matter for the armed forces of the differ- 
ent countries. There is no reason Why they should touch the 
procedure of courts of justice which exist for the purposes of 
the civil population. On the contrary, it cannot fail to produce 
a great moral effect if, while Europe is submerged under a sea of 
cruelty and violence, justice is still dispensed with even hand to 
all alike. This is so in Germany, where procedure is not fettered 
by ancient decisions. It may well be so in this country, too, 
where the ancient decisions were applicable only to the conditions 
of a past day. No one has spoken more strongly than ourselves 
of the violation of the most elementary principles of right com- 
mitted by Germany in the last few months. The result is that 
the guns of both sides now deal out indiscriminate destruction 
and slaughter in all the area of war. But this will pass; peace 
will return ; and nota little will have been guined if, till that 
day, the courts of Great Britain, like the courts of Germany, can 
stand as emblems of peace amid the desolation of war. 


Judex Securus. 

A DREAM no doubt, We do not, expect that the Court of 
Appeal will be guided directly by any such considerations, 
though it is an ideal which may well be kept in view. But on 
the lower level there is the consideration that it is really not 
for the interest of English litigants that the courts should 
refuse, during the war, to perform their ordinary duties towards 
persons of all nations. Business relations are not terminated, 
they are only suspended. The war will be over, and on both 
sides it will be necessary to take up and piece together the 
broken threads. We certainly shall not touch the troublesome 
question of war on German trade, but we are quite sure that 
after the war trade will go to those who deserve it. Lord HAL- 
DANE'S turn as the prophet of education will come again. It is 
agreed that no money or material can go from this country to 
assist the enemy. But wherever there is a dispute upon which 
the ultimate settlement depends, it is better for all parties that 
there should be the means of deciding it now. | The interference 
with the complicated structure of business and finance has been 
great enough without the courts seeking to increase it by 
refusing their assistance till the war is over. Ideally and prac- 
tically, we entertain no doubt that the proper motto for the 
courts is ‘‘ Justice as usual”; and, once again, we cannot afford 
to be behind Germany in a matter of this kin. 


The Solicitor-General and the Press Bureau. 

WE HAVE not hitherto referred in any way to the position 
of the Solicitor-General as head of the Press Bureau. We confess 
to a feeling of surprise when we heard that he had been 
appointed to the office. We should have thought that the 
exceptional number of legal questions of a public character 
which now arise would have prevented a law officer from under- 
taking work out of hisown sphere. But that is a matter for 
Sic STANLEY Buckmaster. No one would suspect him of 
undertaking work which he could not adequately perform. 
Nor does it concern us to inquire whether a lawyer is the most 
suitable head of an office which is in its nature journalistic ; 
though since a journalist pure and simpls could not be set as 
the watch dog over other journalists, we itnagine a practical 
lawyer with a wide outlook on public affairs is the inevitable 
choice, Again, we have no professional interest ia objecting to 
lack of news. Happily we do not live on war news, and 
no press censor in the world could prevent a war like 


General made in the House of Commons on the 12th inst., and 
we fully appreciate his subordination of the interests of the 
press to the interests of the allied forces. That, indeed, is what 
he is there for. The words in which he describes his attitude 
will not be forgotten :—‘“ My eyes from first to last are fixed 
upon our soldiers in the trenches and our sailors at sea; and if, 
in the exercise of a discretion used for their protection, I inter. 
fere with the conduct of a newspaper, I comfort myself by 
thinking that when such interests are at stake it makes but 
little difference if now and then I err on the side of safety.” Of 
course, no censorship ean be allowed to interfere with legitimate 
criticism of the Government, and at this point the Solicitor- 
General may have gone further than he really intended ; and his 
statement that his office was the only barrier between the press 
and “the untempered severity of martial law” was perhaps more 
picturesque than practical. But we do not suppose the difficult 
task of supervising the press in the interests of the State as 
against the enemy Powers could be in better bands than those 
of Sir SrANLEY BucKMASTER so long as he can bear its burden, 


The Internment of Alien Enemies. 

Tue recent debates in Parliament have helped to remove 
some confusion which appears to have arisen as to the treatment 
of alien enemies. Under the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, and 
the Orders made under it—now the Aliens Restriction (Consolida- 
tion) Order, 1914 (Manual of Emergency Legislation, p. 6%)— 
aliens are subject to certain provisions as to residence and regis 
tration, and it is the duty of the police, acting under the diree- 
tion of the Home Office, to see that these provisions are carried 
out. But there is nothing here to authorise any further inter- 
ference with the liberty of an alien enemy than requiring hini to 
reside in a particular place or district. Then there are the 
Defence of the Realm Acts and the Regulations made under 
them (58 Sonicitors’ JOURNAL, 836; Manual, p. 146, and App. 
B.). Proceedings under these may be taken either by a person 
authorised by the competent naval or military authority, or by 
a police constable or officer of Customs, and such proceedings 
may lead to trial by court-martial, but then the extreme penalty 
is penal servitude for life. Thus the responsibility of putting 
these provisions into force is shared by the Home Office and the 
War Office and Admiralty. The above provisions apply to all 
enemy, and in some cases to other aliens, and t'e Defence of the 
Rea!m Act and Regulations to British subjects a3 well. 


The Authority of the War Office. 
In apprtion, there are the rules of international law affecting 
alien enemies, and it is here that, as we understand it, th 
question of internment arises. The present rule is that private 
alien enemies are not subject to violence other than such as # 
necessarily incident to warlike operations, and in general they aft 
no longer liable to be taken captive—that is, to be made prisonem 
of war. It would have been a good thing if Great Britain hal 
been able to act on this principle in the present war, and onlf 
to interfere with the liberty of enemy aliens when some offent 
against the municipal law was proved against them. But {@# 
reasons which we need not discuss, this policy has not bee 
adopted, and no doubt the usual immunity from captivity is sub 
ject to considerations of public safety and military necessity. ! 
thus appears that the internment of alien enemies is solely a mil 
tary operation, gnd the responsibility for it lies in the fin 
instance on the War Office, though the military authorities 
entitled to the assistance of other branches of the executive, # 
therefore of the police. Arrest under this head has nothing to¢ 
with any statute, and if the person arrested is guilty of aij 
specific military offence, then he is liable to court-martial, W 
all its consequences, and not merely to a statutory court-marti 
The above appears to be the position, and neither from 
legal nor the executive point of view is it altogether satisfactom 
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the present from raising a vast number of legal questions. | tion he is to all intents and purposes a British subject. Hed 


The object, of course, should be not to interfere with ali 
enemies further than is required by State necessities, and as 4 
as possible only to deprive them of liberty on definite grout 
Of course, where a person has obtained a certificate of natu 
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his “ scrap of paper.’’ and no differentiation can be made against 
him. And, of course, even private alien enemies in this country 
should not be deprived of their occupation save for grave reason. 


Enemy Reservists on Neutral Ships. 


THe Question of the 
also arisen in connection 
of enemy reservists on 


alien enemies has 
liability to capture 
neutral vessels. As a matter 
of international law this appears now to depend on 
Articles 45 and 47 of the Declaration of London, which 
have been adopted without modification by Great Britain by the 
recent Order in Council (ante, p. 46). Under Art. 45 a neutral 
ship can be seized and condemned “if she is on a voyage specially 
undertaken with a view to the transport of individual passengers 
who are embodied in the armed forced of the enemy”; and a 
fortiort, if she is transporting a military detachment Under 
Art. 47 an individual embodied in the armed forces of the enemy 
may be seized on board a neutral merchant vessel without s izure 
of the ship. A question has arisen as to the me ining of the 
word “embodied ” in these Articles—whether the individuals 
must have been at some time actually in the forces, or whether 
it is sufficient that they are liable to serve and have been sum- 
moned. Subject to this, the recent Foreign Office Order (ante, 
p. 47), that all enemy reservists found on board neutral vessels 
should be made prisoners of war, was clearly within the above 
Articles, though it purported to be issued by way of reprisal for 
the conduct of the German forces in Belgium and France in re- 
moving persons liable to military service as prisoners of war. 
But according to the statement made by Mr, Asguirm in the 
House of Commons on Tuesday, the British instructions have 
been extended to the seizure of all enemy subjects liable to mili- 
tary service. It is by no means clear that this is a correct 
construction of the term “embodied,” but it is, apparently, for 
neutrals, and not for the German Government to raise the 
question. 


treatment of 
with the 


Costs of Assessing Increment Value Duty 

A LETTER from “Subscriber,” which we print elsewhere, 
revives a point of some practical importance as to the costs of 
the work imposed on a transferor or lessor (where the lease 
exceeds 14 years) by section 4 (2) of the Finance Act, 1910. 
Under this provision the instrument of transfer or lease, or par- 
ticulars thereof, must be presented to the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners for assessment of the increment value duty. This 
means additional work to the solicitor of the transferor or lessor, 
and the question is whether he can make a charge beyond the scale 
fee. The answer depends on the work which the fee has to cover. 
In the case of a sale, then under Schedule L., Part L., to the Remu- 
heration Order it covers “completing conveyance”; in the case 
of a lease, then under Part II. it includes “comp'eting lease.” 
Now, as to “ completing conveyance,” it appears that this includes 
the purchaser’s costs of registering a memorial in a register 
county (“ray v. Curtice, 1899, 1 Ch. 121); and as to leases, it 
has been held that, while the fee does not cover collateral matters, 
it does cover the whole of the transaction itself from beginning 
toend (Savery v. Enfield Local Board, 1893, A.C, 218), Certain 
expenses are excluded in accordance with the list enumerated in 
clause 4 of the Order, but these are all out-of-pocket expenses, 
and do not include any items of remuneration to the solicitor. 
Are, then, the costs in question part of the transaction up to the 
end of completion. We cannot avoid thinking that they are. The 
stamp is essential to the utility of the instrument to the purchaser 
or lessee, and the transaction is not completed until the appro- 
priate stamp has been impressed under sub-section 3 of section 
tofthe Act of 1910. Prima facie, therefore, the work of getting 
the stamp impressed is covered by the scale. The question remains 
whether the costs can be excluded on the Proms that new work 
has been imposed since the scale fee was fixed. The Council of 
the Law Society dealt with this in a memorandum issued in 1910 
(54 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 858), and pronounced the opinion 
that the costs were not included, and that the vendor's solicitor 
Was entitled to make a reasonable charge under Schedule II. 

€ see no reason to dissent from this opinion. The scale was 

ed in view of the work at the time, a ought not to apply to 
work subsequently imposed which might Ye .of considerable 
amount. We cannot sxy that the point is free from doubt, and 
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in Gray v. Curtice (supra), it was said that the scale fee was liberal 
enough to cover incidental work. But, as a matter of fact, 
our currespordent is entitled to rely on the Council's opinion, 
Assuming—as appears to be the case—that the additional 
costs are chargeable by the leesor’s solicitor, they would seem to 
fall within the general rule that all the lessor’s ccsts are, in the 
absence of agreement, payable by the lessee (/’e Gray, 1901, 1 
Ch. 239), but the opinion of the Council in the memorandum 
above referred to was to thecontrary. We do not see the ground 
for distinguishing them, but it seems proper to follow the 
Council’s opinion. 


Severance of Joint Tenancy by Mutual Wills. 

THE DECISION of Evans, P., in Re Heys, Walker v. Gaskill (re- 
ported wnfe, p. 45), dealt with twointeresting points on mutual wills ; 
their effect in severing a joint tenancy, and their effect when 
the survivor breaks the agreement and makes a fresh will. One 
of the unities upon which joint tenancy is founded—unities 
which BLACKSTONE was the first to formulate—-is unity of title, 
and the destruction of this severs the joint tenancy. It is 
severed, accordingly, when one tenant assigns his share to a 
stranger ; and it is severed when all the tenants convey to them- 
selves as tenants incommon. But for this purpose an actual 
conveyance is not necessary; a contract by one tenant to sell 
his share (Prown v. Raindle, 3 Ves. 256), or a mutual agreement 
between the tenants to hold as tenants in common (/rewen vy. 
Relfe, 2 Bro. C. C., p. 224), is equally effectual ; and without actual 
contract, it is sufficient if the tenants shew by the course of 
dealing infer se that they regard the tenancy as severed (/Villiams 
v. Hensman, 1 John. & H. 546), On the other hand, a mere 
declaration by one of the tenants is not enough (Partriche v. 
Powlett, 2 Atk. 54), and one tenant cannot sever the tenancy by 
devising his share. When the will takes elfect, the entirety has 
already vested in the survivor (Gould v. Kemp, 2 My. & K., pp. 
309, 310). How are these principles to be applied to a case of 
mutual wills by joint tenants, A and B? Of course, if each 
devises to the other absolutely, no question arises ; but if—as in /’e 
Wilford’s Estate (11 Ch. D. 267)—each devises to the other for 
life, with remainder to C, and A dies first ; what happens? If 
there has been a severance, C bas, under A’s will, a reversion 
in a moiety; if not, then B takes the whole. The matter 
seems to depend upon the consideration adverted to in the 
case just cited, namely, that neither A nor B contemplates the 
survivor taking the whole. The wills, indeed, can only be 
effectual upon the footing of a severance of the tenancy, and the 
case can either be put on an implied agreement to sever the 
tenancy, or upon the course of dealing between the tenants 
the making of the wills—which,assumes the tenancy to be severed. 
Hence, in /te Wilford s Estate, a severance was held to have been 
effected. In the present case of /’e Heys (supra) the wills were of a 
different nature. Husband and wife each left their property to 
the other absolutely, but under the will of the survivor it was to 
go over to certain persons, Evans, P, held that this was 
governed by J’e Wilford’s Estate (supra), and that there was a 
severance. But we are not sure that the resemblance is more 
than superficial. In Re Wilford’s Estate each will gave property 
—that is, a moiety—to the remainderman directly, and herein lay 
the severance. In Re Heys the property went throughout as a 
whole, and the element of severance is not apparent. But in 
either case the reasoning is too subtle for practical life. It may 
be suggested that a joint tenancy should not be capable of sever- 
ance, except by some clear and indisputable act. 


The Revocability of Mutual Wills. 

But THE severance of the joint tenancy was only an incident 
in Re Heys (supra). The more important question was the effect 
to be given to the mutual arrangement where the survivor 
declines to be bound by it, and, after taking benefits under the 
other's will, proceeds to make a new will in breach of the agree- 
ment. It seems clear that the direct efficacy of the arrangement 
is destroyed by the rule that, under English law, a will is always 


revocable. Under other systems this may be different ; for 


instance, it was held in Denyssen v. Mostert (L. R. 4 P. C. 236), 





to which Sir SamvEL Evans referred in his extremely interesting 
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judgment, that under Roman Dutch law the survivor loses, in 
certain circumstances, the power to revoke. But with us the 
rule of irrevocability is absolute: /’ynior’s case (8 Rep. 82a), 
Hobson v. Blackburn (1 Add. 274). The only way, therefore, of 
supporting the arrangement, against the survivor who has broken 
it, is by making his estate liable on the ground either of contract 
or of trust. But this opens out a course of speculation upon 
which the President declined to embark. Theoretically the 
Probite Court, as one of the divisions of the High Court, has 
cognizance of such matters. But practically it confines itself 
to probate, and only construes testamentary documents so 
far as is necessary for deciding what shall be admitted to 
probate. If the court had gone further, it would have 
heen necessary to decide the nature of the contract and what 
parties could sue upon it. A contract not to revoke a will is 
enforceable. Thus, if it is made with a mortgagee as part of his 
security, he can sue on it and recover damages against the estate 
of the deceased covenantor (Robinson v. Ommaney, 23 Ch. D. 285). 
And although in general it is only a party to the contract who 
can sue on it, yet a third party may be entitled to do so if the 
contract really constituted a trust for his benefit : Gandy v. Gandy 
(30 Ch. D. 67). Or, as seems to have been held in Dufour v. Peretra 
(1 Diek. 419 ; Hargrave’s Juridical Arguments, p. 272), the court 
may fasten, upon the property which the survivor takes, a trust 
for the beneficiaries designated in the mutual wills. But, as we 
have said, these are questions into which Sir SamMuEL Evans 
declined to go, and the only point’decided was that the existence of 
the mutual arrangement did not forbid revocation by the survivor, 
notwithstanding that she had profited under it. Clearly, how- 
ever, there should be redress for the disappointed legatees. 


The Law and the Poor. 


We are unable this week to notice in detail Judge Parry's 
book on “ The Law and the Poor,” which has just been published, 
but it appears to be as full of interest as his “ What the Judge 
Saw.” <A county court judge is in touch with actualities which 
are not within the ken of most of those who have the making of 
the law, and Judge Parry has made full use of his opportunities, 
and enlivens his somewhat caustic criticism of the law by the 
He has a rooted objec 
tion to the system of imprisonment for debt, and with a view to 
shewing that “the law with us is a respecter of persons,’’ he 
devotes a chapter under the title of “The Ancients and the 
Debtor” to a history of the subject from the days of Elisha 
downwards. It seems that Elisha cheated “the bailiffs of the 
county court of Israel holden at Samaria” of their prey. But the 
story must wait 


humour to which he has accustomed us. 


Emergency Legislation of Germany. 


By Cartes Henry Hvusericu, of Berlin and Hamburg, 
Counsellor-at-Law of the United States Supreme Court Bar, and 
Ricnarp Kuna, of London, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, 
England. 


IV. 
Prize Law. 


Sources.—The German law of prize is based on the law of 
3rd May, 1884, which confers the general ordinance power in 
respect of this subject. In conformity therewith there was 
enacted the l’rize Ordinance of 30th September, 1909, consisting 
of 131 articles, together with some supplementary provisions 
under date of 22nd June, 1914. The proceedings are regulated 
by the Prize Courts Ordinance of 15th April, 1911, the Ordinance 
governing the beginning of prize jurisaiction of 3rd August, 
1914, and certain supplementary regulations of the same date. 
All of these ordinances and regulations were first published in 
the Reichgesetzblatt on 3rd August, !914.* 

The rules of international law as such, the Declaration of 
T.ondon, and the decisions of prize courts are not binding on the 
German Prize Courts. In cases not covered by the express 


* B.G.BL., 1914, pp. 275-321. 





provisions of law, resort may be bad to interpretation of the 
general principles underlying the ordinances. Where treatics 
are involved, resort must be had to their provisions.* 

Capture.—The validity of a seizure of a merchant vessel or 
cargo is determined by adjudication. The court may decree a 
forfeiture or a release, and in the latter case either with or with- 
out damages. A capture may not take place within neutral 
territorial waters, nor within waters within which warlike 
operations are prohibited. 

Neutral ships under convoy are exempt from capture and 
search (section 5). The following are free from capture. (2) 
hospital ships (according to Hague Convention No. X.); () 
coast-fishing vessels and small vessels engaged in local trade ; 
under the head of coast-fishing is included all fishing, except 
high sea fishing; (c) Vessels devoted to religious, scientific and 
philanthropic objects + ; (7) cartel ships and vessels used for the 
exchange of prisoners of war ; (¢) enemy merchant ships which 
at the outbreak of hostilities were on their voyage from a 
German or allied port to their port of destination, and are in 
possession of a pass (section 6). ; 

Mail Steamers and Mails.—Neutral mail steamers are subject to 
search, but are to be released with all possible despatch. All 
mail matter found on board neutral or enemy ships, and whether 
belonging to neutrals or enemies, and whether official or private, 
is inviolable, and is to be despatched as soon as possible. An 
exception is made in case of mail from or toa blockaded port 
(section 7). 

Enemy Character.—The national character of a vessel is 
determined by the flag, regardless of the nationality or domicile 
of the owner (section 11). Vessels transferred from an enemy 
to a neutral flag after the outbreak of hostilities are liable to 
capture unless it appears that the transfer would have occurred 
even if war had not been declared (¢.7., inheritance). Such 
vessels are furthermore li:ble to capture if the transfer took 
place while the vessel was on a voyage or within a blockaded 
port, or where a right to repurchase is reserved or the conditions 
imposed by the laws of the state of tbe flag are not complied 
with (section 12). 

If the transfer to a neutral flag took place within 30 days 
prior to the outbreak of hostilities, the ship is to be regarded as 
enemy property in the following cases: (2) Where the legal 
conditions necessary toa transfer have not been complied with ; 
(>) where it appears that the transfer was made for the purpose 
of obtaining immunity; (¢) where the documents of transfer 
are not on board the vessel, and their absence is nut satisfactorily 
explained (section 13). 

f the transfer to the neutral flag took piace more than 30 
days prior to the outbreak of hostilities, the ship is to be regarded 
as enémy property only in the case where the transfer was made 
within 60 days prior to the war, and where the transfer wae 
conditional or incomplete or not in accordance with the law, or 
was merely made in trust so that the ship or its profits 
still belong to the transferor. It must further appear that the 
transfer was made for the purpose of escaping capture 
(section 14). 

A neutral ship may be regarded as enemy property where it 
is engaged in a trade which up to within two moaths prior to 
the outbreak of the war it was not permitted to engage in. 
Neutral ships guilty of resistance may be treated as enemy pro- 
perty, but a simple attempt to escape is not to be regarded as a 
resistance (section 16). 

The following cargo on board an enemy ship is liable to con- 
demnation: (a) Enemy property; (+) in case the ship resists 
capture, the property of the captain and owner ; (c) contraband ; 
(2) in the case of a breach of blockade, all the cargo, except sush 
part as belongs to neutral consignors who did not know of the 
intention to commit a breach of blockade (section 18). The pre- 
sumption is that the cargo on board an enemy ship is the pro 
perty of the enemy. 

Enemy or neutral character is determined by the nationality 
of the owner. If the owner has no nationality, or has both 3 
neutral and an enemy nationality, the national character of the 

_* Heymann, Das Prisenrecht des deutechen Reichs, in Deutsche Juristen-Zeitung 


Vol. XIX., pp. 1048 et seq. 
t Not applicabie to China, Montenegroand Russia. 
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pods is determined by the domicile of the owner. The national 
character of a company is determined by its domicile. 

Enemy property on board an enemy ship transferred to a 
neutral after the outbreak of hostilities is regarded as enemy 
property until its arrival at its destination, but neutral property 
may become enemy property by a transfer of ownership during 
the voyage (section 20). 

Destruction of Prizes.—Prizes must be brought with reasonable 
despatch to a German port or to the port of an ally (section 111). 
Where this is impracticable or dangerous, an enemy prize ship 
may be destroyed (section 112). Neutral ships taken as prize 
for carrying contraband, breach of blockade, or rendering un- 
neutral services may be destroyed where the facts are such as to 
warrant condemnation, and the bringing into port would be 
dangerous to the captor or hamper it in operations in which it is 
engaged. This will be assumed, infer alia, where the prize by 
reason of its condition or lack of supplies cannot be brought into 
ot or cannot follow the captor, and is therefore in danger of 

ing recaptured, or where the proximity of the enemy renders 
recapture probable, or where the captor cannot spare the necessary 
prize crew (section 113). All ship’s papers and other evidence 
which the interested parties deem of value are to be taken charge 
of by the commander of the captor vessel. All persons on board, 
together with their personal effects, are to be brought to a place 
of safety (section 116). 

Contraband.—Sections 21-28 contain the list of absolute and 
conditional contraband and a list of articles which cannot be 
declared contraband. The articles mentioned in the several lists are 
substantially those set forth in the Declaration of London, but 
the German Empire expressly reserves the right to alter the lists 
of absolute and conditional contraband. 

Llockade.—The sections relating to blockade substantially enact 
the provisions of the Declaration of London. The doetrine of con- 
tinuous voyages does not apply to blockade, nor to conditional 
contraband, unless the country of its destination has no seaport 
(¢g-, Serbia). In this case goods destined for such country by 
way of a neutral port are liable to capture if they are conditional 
contraband. As regards absolute contraband, the doctrine of 
continuous voyages applies. : 

U isit and Search.—The formalities of visit, search, capture, 
prize crews and the like are in accordance with the ordinary 
usage. Under an Order of the Chief of Staff of the Admiralty, 
dated 22nd June, 1914, any resistance against vicit, search, and 
capture by an armed merchant vessel is to be considered 
piracy. 

Procedwre.—Procedure is regulated by a Prize Procedure 
Ordinance of 15th April, 1911, and certain additional 
Ordinances. 

Preliminary proceedings take place before a Prize Officer, and 
the adjudication before the Prize Court at Hamburg or Kiel. 
The Prize Court consists of five judges, of whom the President 
and one member must be of the legal profession ; the remainder 
of the court is composed of a naval officer and two laymen 
representing respectively the shipping and commercial interests. 
Tne Government is represented by an Imperial Commissioner. 
The owners of the ship or cargo and other persons interested 
have the right to appear as claimants. All persons baving any 
Interest in the ship or cargo, regardless of whether they are 
neutrals or alien enemies, bave the right to appear in the 
Prize Court and may be represented by an attorney. 

_Ifno claim is interposed the court proceeds to a determina- 
tion of the case on the basis of the claim set forth in the docu- 
ments submitted by the Commissioner. 

An appeal lies from the Prize Courts to the Superior Prize 
Court in Berlin. This appellate court consists of seven judges, 
of whom three belong to the legal profession, one is a naval 
officer, one a Representative of the Ministry for Foreign A fiairs, 
=" are lay judges. Proceedings in all the courts are 
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War Loan, 1925-1928.—On another page the isyue is announced of 

000,000 in stock or bonds, bearing interest at 35 per cent. per 

annum, applications for which will be received by the Bank of England 
#t the price of £95 per cent. 


jurisdiction conferred by the County 


Lord Alverstone’s Recollections.* 


Lorp ALverstonr’s book constitutes a welcome and valuable 
addition to the literature dealing specially with the advocate’s 
branch of the legal profession. It touches upon politics, but only 
slightly ; in this aspect it does little more than give some interesting 
reminiscences of Mr.GLapsTone. It is plain that Lord ALVERSTONE’s 
main interest has been in his profession, and this volume will be 
accepted by the present and future generations of barristers as an 
index to the highest success. The note of his career, as given by 
himself, is assiduous and painstaking attention to the details of 
advocacy ; the acquisition and exhibition of such practical knowledge 
as should astonish experts in their own line ; and, in the early stages, 
the never missing a chance of work. These qualities, combined with 
great ability and high character, together also with some favourable 
chances at the outset, brought Lord ALVERSTONE at an early age into 
great practice, and gave him at last the chief prize of the bar. For, 
weal the Lord Chancellor may rank before the Chief Justice, yet 
his oftice is largely political ; he comes and goes with his party. The 
Lord Chief Justice of England stands pre-eminent as the represen- 
tative of the majesty of the law. 

Several passages in the book shew his careful attention to 
detail. It was his rule to see the actual carrying out of any process 
which might be involved in the matter upon which he was advieiag. 
“T adhered to this rule without exception during the twenty-eight 
years that I was engaged in private practice. Only to give a single 
example, I spent the whole of a Sunday in the screw shaft and 
engine rvom of Zhe Atrato. If a question arose as to the 
nature of a construction for piling or other work of «a 
similar character I made a point of visiting the /ocus in 
quo, and acquainting myself thoroughly with the effect produced 
by the operations, whether they had been successful or 
otherwise.” In this connection it must be remembered how Lord 
ALVERSTONE’S practice extended into many different departments 
where intimate practical knowledge is of the first importance, ¢.y., 
patents, railway cases, rating and compensation. And he notes the 
advantage which his method gave him over others who were not 
careful to provide themselves with the same information. And that 
he was able to meet and beat experts on their own ground is shewn 
by an instance he gives, where in a railway case a witness, who had 
underestimated the cost of a wayside station which was being 
demanded, had to confess that he had omitted an essential element. 
Mr. Wesster, as he then was, made him go through the process of 
shunting a train by the use of a piece of tape to represent the train, 
and a bit of pencil to represent the engine, but the process broke 
down. “Oh,” said the engineer witness, “ I’ve forgotten a cross-over 
road.” “Yes, I am aware you have. That is why I asked you the 
question whether you could work the engine to the other end of the 
train. Another time, before you answer quite so hastily, you would 
do well to verify yourarrangements and estimates.” 

Lord ALVERSTONE, it is well known, was the son of Mr. Thomas 
Wesster, a famous patent lawyer, who took silk in 1865, and 
equally well known is his connection with Trinity College, ¢ ‘ambridge, 
where he established his fame as a long-distance runner. 
In a way not unusual he remainéd at Cambridge for a short time, 
taking pupils, and came down in June, 1865. In the autumn of 
that year he went for six months as a pupil to Messrs. Youno 
MapLes, TEESDALE & NELSON, at their City office, where he had 
an insight into important commercial business, and in the following 
summer he went, still as a pupil, to the firm’s Great Western office, 
where he made the acquaintance of Mr. R. KR. Netson, the leading 
solicitor for the railway. “ Here,” he says, “1 learnt all the details 
of railway rating under Mr. Josera Fisner, the rating officer, and 
gained knowledge which stood me in excellent stead many years 
after.” He next went asa pupil to Mr, H. H. Dopesoy, who was 
then a well-known special pleader--a class of practitioners row, we 
believe, extinct—and had some idea of practising as special pleader 
for two or three years himself. But he rejected this and joined the 
Home Circuit in order to try to obtain work in London, and to this 
end he adopted the eminently sensible practice of seeing all the work 
he could, and at the first chance he accepted the position which is the 
usual way of bringing a barrister into notice. He did, and of course 
did well, some sets of papers for Mr. Kempray, a leading junior 
on the Northern Circuit, and after this preliminary trial Kemriay 
took him on as “devil "—without payment--upon the distinct 
understanding that Wester should accept full responsibility for 
the drafts and not rely on supervision by Kemrtay, “ This, of 
course, | undertook, and for a period of many months after that date 
I drafted pleadings for him.” 

WERSTER attended the Mayor’s Court and the City of London 
Court, and in the latter he obtained \dmiralty work under the new 
Court Admiralty Jurisdiction 
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Act, 1868 ; he also obtained work in the Railway Commissioners 
Court and in compensation cases, “ By the wise suggestion of Mr. 
Joun Horatio Lioyp I joined the Surveyors’ Institute, thereby 
becoming acquainted with a large number of the leading surveyors 
and barristers engaged in compensation cases. This form of litiga- 
tion, which is conducted almost entirely by arbitration, except in the 
cases which are heard in the Sheriff's Court, is of a very lucrative 
character, and I soon acquired considerable reputation in that branch 





of advocacy.” His connection with the solicitors to the Great | 


Western Railway also introduced him to rating cases, and after a 
few years at the bar he obtained his footing in patent cases, where 
his father’s reputation materially assisted him. Indeed, on on 
occasion he received a number of retainers, and actually advised in 
conference with Mr. Aston, under the mistake that he was the Mr. 
Wesster. “It was certainly a most unpleasant position in which 
to be placed, but it ended very satisfactorily.” In fact, the father 
was retained as well. In 1873 Wester was appointed “Tubman” 
and in the following year “ Postman” of the Court of Exchequer. This 
gave him priority of moving, a privilege which he exercised once to 
the discomfiture of the Solicitor-General, Sir Joun Hotker, who, 
having been a local at Liverpool, was unacquainted with it. “ The 
origin of these two ancient offices, now unfortunately existing no 
longer, is not known ;” so says Lord ALversToNE. We refer the 
statement to the antiquarians. 

From the above references to many different kinds of work, and 
the hold Lord ALversTone got of them, it will be understood that 
his progress was exceptionally rapid ; but he observes that one 
leading cause of his good fortune was the condition of legal busi- 
ness between 1870 and 1885. There was then great commercial 
activity. Parties insisted on having their remedies for breach of 
contract, and arbitration had not been introduced to spoil the game. 
And the book all through bears witness to the assiduous care which 
Lord AtveRsToNE bestowed on his work. His early hours are 
known to many, and he expresses his “ distinct opinion that the most 
important work of a barrister—namely, the acquisition of the facts 
with a view to ascertaining how far they will stand the test of 
examination—is better done in the early hours than at night.” He 
claims Lord Secsorne, the Lord Chancellor, as a convert to the same 
wactice, though we remember the statement in Lord SetBorne’s 
ite that he worked on one occasion day and night for a whole 
week. It is difficult to class this as either late sitting 
or early rising. It looks like a compromise, though a perilous one. 
Sut Lord SecporNe never worked on Sunday. Amidst all 
the other departments of work we were nearly omitting to notice 
that Lord ALVersToNe was for six year+, from 1872 to 1877, at the 
Parliamentary bar, where, as elsewhere, he attracted much work, but 
he found it impossible to reconcile this with other claims and he gave 
itup. “Lord Justice Tuesicer left the Parliamentary bar when 
he took silk. I was always proud of the fact that I had left it two 
years before I got my silk gown.” In this connection he refers to the 
difficulties of Parliamentary practice, owing to numerous committees 
itting at once. On a certain Bill the L. and 8. W. Railway had eight 
or ten counsel, and on two occasions not one of them was present, 
all being engaged on other committees. “The practice does not 
now prevail to the same extent as formerly, but there is no doubt 
that the large fortunes which were made in those days at the Par- 
liamentary bar were frequently the result of barristers taking more 
briefs than they could attend to. 

Lord ALVerstone took silk in 1878, and the success which he had 
gained as a junior followed him within the bar. He was frequently 
taken with special retainers to outside circuits. “My fees for each 
case were 300 guineas special and 100 guineas on the brief. In the 
interests of the barristers on the circuit I never allowed my brief fee 
to be reduced in consequence of my receiving special fees.” And in 
1883, in order to keep down the tide of work, he adopted the 
Chancery practice of going “special” only. “ In making it a practice 
to require a special fee of 50 guineas in all cases in which I was en- 
gaged, I was adopting a course which had never been followed befcre, 
so far as 1 know, by any common law barrister."—Did not, however, 
Mr. BenJAMIN adopt the same course |— “ Many of my friends told 
methat | was making a mistake and that I should lose my work. 
The result was exactly the opposite, I lessened to some extent 
the volume of the business, but increased its value, and I never 
regretted adopting the course which I then took.” 

To a large extent the book is a record of the more important 
cases in which Lord ALVERSTONE was engaged—cases of 
legal interest like Keith v. Burrows on shipping mortgages, and 7'h« 
Parlement Belge on international law, and Vagliano’s case ; or of 
popular interest like Belt v. Lawes, the Whalley Will case, and the 
prosecutions of Jabez BaLrour and Cripren, and the Jameson 
Raid case. Separate chapters are devoted to different classes of 
work, and the whole forms a very inieresting record. There are 
also matters of professional practice to which Lord ALVERSTONE 
refers: The exclusion of the law officers from private practice 
which was effected when he became Attorney - General for the 


second time in 1895—the first was in 1885—and the fusion of the 
two branches of the profession which Sir EpwarpD CLARKE 
advocated when Solicitor-General in 1886, and to which Lord 
| ALVERSTONE was then and is still opposed. And he gives an 
account of his advocacy of the measures a allowing accused persons 
'to give evidence, and for the protection of children. Attention 
| should also be called to the account of the important international 
| arbitrations—the Behring Sea and Venezuelan—in which he was 
engaged. 

In May, 1900, Lord ALVERSTONE was appointed Master of the Rolls, 
a position which he had refused some years before, and in October 
of the same year he sneceeded Lord Russext as Chief Justice. But we 
must forbear to follow the record further. As we said at the outset, 
the book is in the main a story of professional success won by the 
most praiseworthy means, and it should be an inspiration to barristers 
of a younger generation. “I have often said,” observes Lord 
A.verstone, “ that, given a man who knows his work and has the 
courage and perseverance to go through the period of waiting, he will 
ultimately succeed. I know one barrister who, for eight 
years, never got any workatall. He was of untiring energy and 
very able. He stuck to his work manfully, and in the end acquired 
a very large practice.” The profession will appreciate Lord 
ALVeERSTONE’s labours in giving them this record of his career. 
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Reviews. 
Books of the Week. 


The Bench and Bar.—Recollections of Bar and Bench. 
By the Right Hon. Viscount ALverstong, G.C.M.G, With Portrait 
and Illustrations. Edward Arnold. 12s. 6d. ; 

Emergency Statutes.—The Postponement of Payments Act. 
1914, and the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914. Together with 
the Proclamations issued thereunder and all matters relating to the 
Moratorium ; also Rules and Directions for the High Court and 
County Court Procedure. By Avsert D. Botton, M.A., LL.D., 
Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Stevens 
Haynes. 2s, 6d. net. 

Legal Essays.—The Law and the Poor. 
Judge Parry. Smith, Elder & Co. 7s. 6d. net. 

Solicitors’ Practice.—The Solicitor’s Clerk. Part II. By 
Cuar.es Jones. Sixth Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Effingham 
Wilson. 2s. 6d. net. 

Diary.—Sweet & Maxwell’s Diary for Lawyers for 1915. Edited 
by F. A. Srrincer and Patter Ciark, of the Ceatral Office.- Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 3s. 6d. net. 

Review.—The Law Magazine and Review. November, 1914. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 5s. j 

War.—Law and Usage of War. A Practical Handbook of the 
Law and Usage of Land and Naval Warfare and Prize. By Sir 
THomas Barciay, Barrister-at-Law. Constable & Co. (Limited). 
5s. net./ 

Prize Law.—Prize Court Practice and Procedure. By R. J. 
Wickuam Hupp, LL.B. (Lond.), Solicitor. Effingham Wilson. 1s. 6d 
net. 


By His Honour 








Correspondence. 


Charities and Testators’ Relatives. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter 

Sir,—Your remarks on this subject made in reply to a letter frow 
a correspondent are, might I say, quite in accordance with principle, 
the principle being that alienation of charity property for a purpose 
outside a charity trust must, in order to be valid, confer upon the 
charity some advantage or benefit. But this advantage or 
benefit may be either of a positive.or negative character. 

There has been, however, some difference of opinion amongst equity 
counsel as to the circumstances under which a gift to relatives may 
be allowed, but I do not think such a difference should exist, and 
Anderson v. Wrights of Glasgow (12 L. T. 805) shews that a gift of 
charitable funds to another charity cannot be supported. 

There is no doubt an indirect way, if taken in time, by which 
trustees can get over the difficulty, but this I need not go into. 

Of course, it should not be overlooked that such a gift is entirely 
opposed to the donor’s intention. 

One word more. May not the fact that a charity is known 





as eee | ccageat mm | to the relatives of a testator prevent a testator 
bequeathing or devising his property to that charity? Very oftem 
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the motive for such a gift is the deprivation of relatives from 
participating in the distribution of the testator’s estate. Lex. 
Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 17. 


Increment Value Duty.—Fee for Procuring 
Stamping of Lease. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir,—Under section 4, sub-section (2), of the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910, it is the duty of the transferor or lessor on the sale of any 
land, or grant of any lease ot any land for a term exceeding 14 years, to 
present to the Cowmissivners the instrument by means of which the 
transter or lease 1s etfected or reasonable particulars thereof. 

‘he vendor's soli.itor doing this usually charges a small fee 
agaiust the vendor in addition to the scale charge under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, and it also appears to be the 
practice for tne lessor’s solicitor to charge a small tee against the 
lessor (in addition to the scale charge for preparing lease, &c., which 
is payable by the lessee) tor so presenting the instrument, «&e. 

_ ‘There appears to be no detinite rule governing the practice, and I 
should be much obliged if you would be so good as to express your 
opinion on the toliowing points :— 

1. Should such tee be charged against -the vendor or lessor 
in addition to the scale | 

2. Aud in the case of a lease, is it payable by the lessee in 
addition to the lessor s scale | A SUBSCRIBER. 

Nov. 17. 

[See observations under “Current Topics.”—Eb. S../.] 


Martial Law. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 
} Sir,—With reference to your remarks on the Lody execution and 
your statement that martial law had not been proclaimed, I should 
like to say tuat 1 always thought that, since 4th August, martial 
law had been in force. Lt seems that the term “ martial law” has 
been caretuily excluded trum the Koyal Proclamation “ regarding 
the Detence of the Kealm,” but, all the same, the reference to “ Out 
undoubted prerogative, 1n times of imminent national danger,” and 
the command on Uur suvjects to obey “ ail instructions” issued by 
“any uticer of Our Navy or Army ”.appear to me very clearly to 
point to what is meant. Ihe giove is ot very thick velvet. 
KRNest A. KENT. 

St. Andrews Hall Plain, Norwich, Nov. 16. 

{The Proclamation to whicu our correspondent refers is that of 4th 
August (58 SoLiciroRs JOURNAL, p. 768). His suggestion deserves 
more considerauion than we can give it at present, but we have 
been Under the Impression that martial law was only introduced to 
the extent specified in the Veience of the Kealm Actand Regulations. 
As to alien enemies, seé observations under “Current Topics. 
—kv. SW. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re WEUGWvOD. ALLAN o. W2DGWOOD. No. |. 
14th, 15th aud 29h Ucvober. 
Cuariry — Apsotute Girr By Witt — Secret Trust — GENERAL 
CHARITABLE ANTENT—'* BENEFIT AND ‘PROTECTION OF ANIMALS ‘“— 
GIFT ‘LENDING TO PROMOTE PUBLIC MOBALITY. 


A testatrixz by her wil, after bequeathing legacies and annuities, 
declared that her residuary estate should be i trust jor her cousin W. 
The gift was in terms avsvlute, but W. admitted that the testatriz 
desirea and intended him to devote both capital and income “* for the 
benept and protection of animals’ in such manner ag he should in his 
discretion think fit, and had communicated such intention to him, and 
that he accepted the trust. U'he testatric adso in her lifetime gave him 
£600 to re-vmburse hum for any trouble or expense to which he might 
be put in connection with the trust. . : 

Held (reversing Neville, J.), that the gift of residue was not bene 
ficial, but was impressed with a trust. 

Held, further, that although the benefits of the trust were not in- 
tendea to be confined to animals useful to mankind, a good, charitable 
trust was created, tending to promote public morality and to check 
cruelty to animals, 

Appeal by next-of-kin, and cross-appeal by the Attorney-General 
from a decision of Warrington, J. The testatrix, Miss Frances Wedg- 
wood, by her will, after bequeathing a number of legacies, —— 
and personal, devised and bequeathed her residgary real and persona 











estate unto her trustee upon trust to sell and invest, and to pay 
annuities and legacies, and subject thereto, “ my residuary estate shall 
be in trust for my cousin, Cecil Wedgwood.’’ The testatrix died on 
the 26th of November, 1913. Questions having arisen as to whether 
the interest of the residuary legatee was purely beneficial or not, an 
action was commenced by originating summons, in order to determine 
whether the residuary gift was impressed with a secret trust, and, if so, 
whether the trust was a valid charitable trust. Mr. Wedgwood 
admitted in his evidence that the testatrix desired him to devote the 
residue ‘* for the benefit and protection of animals,”’ leaving the method 
of its application to his discretion. There was much discussion be 
tween them on the subject, even before the date of the will, and testa- 
trix gave him a cheque for £600 in order to re-imburse him for the 
trouble he would probably have in connection with the trust. Warring- 
ton, J., held that the gift to the defendant Wedgwood was an absolute 
one, unfettered by any legal trust, and that the testatrix was morally 
confident he would make the best use of it. The next-of-kin, who con- 
tended that the gift was impressed with a secret trust, that its objects 
were not necessarily charitable, and therefore that it failed, appealed. 
The Attorney-General contended that a valid charitable trust had been 
created, and entered a cross appeal. 

THe Court allowed the appeal on the first point, holding that the 
gift to the defendant Wedgwood Wag subje t to a secret trust com- 
municated to him by the testatrix in her lifetime, and accepted by 
him, and following Wallgrave v. Tebbs (2 K. & J. 313) and Jones v. 
Badley (L. R. 3 Ch. App. 562). The argument then proceeded on the 
juestion whether the trust was a good charitable trust. Cur. adv. vult. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the court having decided that 
Cecil Wedgwood took the residuary estate not beneficially, but upon a 
secret trust, it remained to consider what was the trust, and whether 
it was charitable. ‘The terms of the trust were ‘‘ for the protection of 
animals ’’ or ** for the protection and benefit. of animals.’’ The word 
‘charity ’’ had a much wider meaning in law than in popular speech. 
The courts had held that the particular objects mentioned in the pre- 
amble to the statute of Elizabeth (43 Eliz. c. 4), viz. :—(1) Relief of the 
poor, (2) religion, and (3) education, were not exhaustive. By analogy 
a large class of other objects were included. Lord Macnaghten’s judg- 
ment in /ncome Tax Commissioners vy. l’emsel (1891, A. C. 531) was the 
leading authority. His lordship, however, would adopt what was said 
by Fitzgibbon, L. J., in Webb v. Oldfield (1898, 1 1. R., at p. 446), 
* Any gift which proceeds from a philanthropic or benevolent motive, 
and which is intended to benefit an appreciably important. class of our 
fellow-creatures including animals, and which will confer the supposed 
benefit without contravening law or morals will be charitable."’ It was 
probably true that there had been a tendency to enlarge the meaning 
of the word “ charity,’ and that gifts had within the last fifty years 
been supported as good charitable gifts which 150 years ago would 
not have been supported. The authorities were numerous, but only a 
few needed to be referred to. In University of London v. Yarrow 
(1 De G. & J. 72) it wag held that a trust for the benefit of animals 
useful to man was good, and it was clearly intimated that the limita- 
tion to domestic animals was not necessary. In 7'atham v. Drummond 
(4 De G. J. & Sm. 484) the establishment of a slaughterhouse for 
horses wag held to be charitable, though the gift failed, as it involved 
the purchase of land. The Society for Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals, the Society for the Abolition of Vivisection, a Home for lost 
dogs, were instances in which the doctrine had been extended. In 
his lordship’s opinion it was impossible to hold that the trust for the 
protection of animals was not agood charitable purpose. Apart from 
authority, the trust should be supported on the ground that it tended to 
promote public morality by checking the innate tendency to cruelty : 
per Holmes, L.J., in Webb v. Oldfield (supra, at p. 57). His lordship 
also desired to mention the judgment of Chatterton, V.C., in Arm- 
strong v. Reeves (25 L. R. Ir. 325, especially the passage at p. 
341), where he pointed out that objects of general mercy to animals of 
all kinds, whether useful to man or not, were charitable. There would 
be a declaration that the trust in the terms mentioned was a good 
charitable trust. The selection of the particular mode of applying the 
fund would rest with Mr. Cecil Wedgwood during his life. The costs 
of all parties of the appeal would be paid out of the residue, as in the 
court below. 

Kennepy, L.J., who said that the objects of a valid charitable gift 
must be (1) unselfish, (2) public, and (3) philanthropic, and who re- 
ferred, among other cases, to Re Macduff (1896, 2 Ch. 451) and Xe 
Foveauz (1895, 2 Ch. 501), and 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, H. Z'errell, K.C., and Salter; Clauson, K.C., and J. #, Har- 
man; Winterbotham,; Austen-Cartmell. Soxicirors, Waterhouse & Co. ; 
Solicitor to the Treasury. 

[Reported by H. Lancrorp LEWIS, Barrister at-Law.] 


TOFTS v. PEARL LIFE ASSURANCE CO, (LIM.) No. 2. 
20th and 21st October. 

Insurance (Lire)—Pourcy—Lire or Farner anp Morner—FUNERAL 
Expenses — ALLEGATION or Fraup — Criat to Recover Back PRe- 
miums Patrp—Assurance Compantes Act, 1909 (9 Ep. 7, c. 49), 
s. 39 (2). 

The plaintiff brought an action in the county court to recover pre- 
miums paid on two policies taken out by him with the defendant com- 
pany in 1902, upon the ground that the policies had been obtained by 
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fraud of the company’s agent. 


The county court judge had held that , the learned judge, holding that the defendants were liable for non- 


the representations made about the insurable intercat were false to the | feasance as the sewer authority in respect of the gully, entered judg- 


knowledge of the defendants, and gave judgment for the plaintiff. Un 


appeal to the Divisional Court the appeal was dismissed. 
of opinion that mourning expenses were expenses * smeurred by reason 
of the death of the assured" within the meaning of section 36 (2) of the 
Assurance Companies Act, 1909, and that, the policies being made valid 
by that Act, the action faded. Bray, J., considered that the statute of 
1909 did not affect the rights of a ylaintiff claiming the rescission of a 
contract obtained by fraud, as im tnat case the right to have them set 
asvde accrued at once, even though the plaintiff had not then discovered 
the fraud. The court differing, the. appeal was dismissed. 

On appeal the Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal, agreeing with 
the view expressed by Bray, J. 


Appeal by the defendant company from a decision of the Divisional 
Court (Bray and Lush, JJ.) (reported 0 T. L. R. 212) affirming a 
judgment of the county court judge sitting at Wymondham. she 
plaintut, Totts, a grocer, was told im 1902 by an agent of the company 
that policies were issued covering the mourning expenses to which he 
woula be put on the death of his father and mother, and he thereupou 
agreed to take out two policies for £20 on the lives of his parents. 
Under the Assurance Companies Act, 1909, which was retrospective, it 
was contended by the company that the policies, although in fact pro 
viding for funeral expenses aud not mourning expenses, were now per- 
fectly valid as coming within the words, *‘ expenses incurred in counection 
with the death of the assured’ with the meanimg of section 00 (2). 
Down to the date of the action, which was heard iast year, the plaitulf 
had regularly paid his premiums. He brought an action in the 
Wymonaham County Court, claiming the return of the premiums, 
amounting to £56 3s. 4d. paid by him under the two policies, on the 
ground that the premiums nad been ovtamed trom him by traud on the 
part of the agents of the company, as he had, in fact, no insurable 
mterest im the lives insured, ‘Lne county court judge held that tnere 
had been fraud on the part of the detenaants’ agent as to there beiny 
an insurable interest, and gave judgment tor the plaintiff. ‘Lhe com- 
pany appealed to the Divisional Court, aud the appeal was heard by 
Bray and Lush, JJ., who differed in opinion, and the appeal was dis- 
missed, Lush, J., was im tavour of the company, bemg of opimion 
that, even assuming that the company through their agent made a mis- 
representation, and that the policies were im fact Invalid at the time 
when they were granted, as coming within the Life Assurance Act, 1774, 


the plainuff was not, when he brought his action, in a position to say that 
he had suffered damage by the fraud, or that there had been a total 


failure of consideration for his payments. He was, further, of opinion 
that there was no evidence upon which the judge couid hold that there 
had been fraud on the part of the agent. Bray, J., was of opinion that 
if the policies, which were effected in 1902, were obtained by fraud, the 
right to have them set aside accrued at once, although it could not 
be enforced until the plaintiff had discovered the traud. He was satis- 
fied that it was never the intention of the Legislature to take away 
this cause of action. The statute of 1909 enacted that ‘ no policy 
effected before the passing of this Act... . shall be deemed to be 
void by reason only that the person effecting the policy had not at 
the time the policy was effected an insurable interest in the life of the 
He thought that there was ample evidence to support 


person assured. 
Without hear- 


the county court judge's finding that there was fraud. 

ing counsel for the respondent, 

1a Court (BuckLey, PHmtimore and Pickrorp, L.JJ.), dismissed 
the appeal, on the ground that there was ample evidence on which the 
county court judge could hold that there had been fraud. In their 
opinion the judgment of Bray, J., was right, and this appeal must be 
dismissed with costs. —CouNnsgL, for the appellant company, Sir Kdward 
Carson, K.C., Rawlinson, K.C., and Edmond Browne; for the 
respondent, J/ume-Wiliams, K.C., and Bagge. Soricrtors, J. M. 
Storer; Wid & Collins, for Joseph Stewart & Petty, Norwich. 

[Reported by Exsxine Ruip, Barrister-at-Law.) 

PAPWORTH v. BATTERSEA BOROUGH COUNCIL. No. 2, 3x, 4th, 

and 5th November, 

Highways — Sewer — Derective Gutty — NecLicence — COMBINED 
Capacity or Roap anp Sewer AvTHORITY—ACTION FOR PERSONAL 
Insuries Causep sy Ripine Bicycre over Derective GULLY—NEW 
TRIAL. 

A lady, riding her bicycle along a road as to whith the defendant 
borough council were both the highway and sewer authority, fell and 
was run over by a carriage. She alleged that the cause of the fall was 
the defective condition of a surface gully. Horridge, J., on the 
answers given to a series of questions by the jury, held that the 
defendants were liable, as the sewer authority, in respect of the cause 
of action, but not in their capacity of road authority. On appeal, 
without deciding the question of law on which judgment was ente red 
jor the plaintiff, 

Held, that the trial of the action left material questions of fact in 
doubt, and the decision of Horridge, J. (1914, 2 A. B. 89, 12 L. G. R. 
308, 83 L. 7’. K. B. 358) set aside and new trial ordered. 

Appeal by the Battersea Borough Council against a judgment in 
favour of the plaintiff given on further consideration. The plaintiff 
met with an accident alleged to be due to the defective condition of a 
surface gully in a road as to which the defendants were both the high- 
way and sewer authority. The jury awarded her £1,961 damages, and 


| ment for her. 


Lush, J., was | 
| originally constructed by the Wandsworth District Board ot Works, 








| would be that the employer is thereby released, and 


The defendants appealed, asking tor )uagment or a new 
trial. They asked for judgment on the ground that the gully was 
ana said that section 4 of the Metropolis Management (Battersea and 
Westminster) Act, 1887, did not transfer from the Wandsworth Board 
of Works to the Vestry of St. Mary, Battersea (now the Battersea 
Borough Council) liability for subsequent accidents, caused by the 
former « negligence in the construction of sewer gullies; and that, since 
they were both the highway and sewer authority, the decision on the 
question of non-feasance could not stand. Several grounds were alleged 
why alternatively they were entitled to a new trial, including misdirec 


| tion and absence of evidence to support some of the findings of the jury, 


and that the damages were excessive. 

THe Court (Buckiey, PHutimore, and Pickrorp, L.JJ.) directed 
a new trial on the ground that the conduct of the trial was unsatis- 
factory. 

Per Pickxrorp, L.J.—If the defendants could not be held liable as 
the highway authority for the alleged cause of the accident, I fail to 
see how they can be held liable as the sewer authority.—Counse, for 
the appellants, J. H. Campbell, K.C., and W. R&R. Warren; for the 
respondent, Cecil Fitch and Sidney Lamb. Soxricrtors, P. Caudwell ; 
W. W. Young, Son & Ward, 

(Reported by Exsxrns Rein Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re PETHiCK, DIX & CO. BURROWS vr. THE COMPANY. Neville, J. 
3ru November. 


ComMPANY—WINDING-UP—PRoor—EmMPLoyerR AND WoORKMAN—EMPLOYER 
INSURED—IANSURANCE COMPANY'S LIABILITY—CONTINUING LIABILITY OF 
THE KL MPLOYER—bOTH EMPLOYER CO. AND LNSURANCE Co. IN LIQUIDA 
TION— WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 8. 5, SUB 
sections 1, 2, 3, 5. 

A workman, who has a claim under the Workmen's Compensation 
Act, 1906, has no right to prove im the bankruptcy or winaing-up of 
his employer, where the envployer is insured agamst the claim, unlese 
the insurance does not cover the whole of the employer's lability. 


rhis was a motion by way of appeal by a workman to discharge the 
order of a liquidator rejectang his proof, and there was a cross-motion 
by the employer company to vary the order by declaring that the work- 
man had no right to prove against the employer company. ‘Lhe facts 
were these :—A workman in tne employment of a limived company met 
with an accident, which admittedly entitled him to compensation under 
the Act. An agreement had been registered in-the county court, under 
which the company were to pay him £1 a week. The employers were 
insured against liabilities under the Act. The employers went into 
liquidation, and the insurance company, after making some payments 
under the agreement, also went into liquidation. In the liquidation 
of the employer company the workman carried in a proof for the 
capitalized value of the £1 per week, which was rejected by the liqui- 
dator on the ground that the workman should have first proved in the 
liquidation of the insurance company. The liquidator, however, made 
an order declaring that the workman should be at liberty to prove 
against the employer company for any balance which might remain 
due to Him after he had received his dividend from the insurance com- 
pany. The liquidator also declared that he could take no priority. The 
question turned wholly upon the construction of section 5 of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906. Sub-section (1) provides that where 
any employer has entered inte a contract with any insurers in respect 
of any liability under the Act in the event of the employer becoming 
bankrupt, or, if the employer is a company, having commenced to be 
wound up, the rights of the employer against the insurers as respects 
that liability shall be transferred to and vest in the workman, and 
upon any such transfer the insurers shall have the same rights, and be 
subject to the same liabilities as if they were the employer, so, how- 
ever, that they shall not be under any greater liability to the workman 
than they would have been under to the employer. Sub-section (2) is :— 
‘If the liability of the insurers to the workman is less than the liability 
of the employer to the workman, the workman may prove for the 
balance in the bankruptcy or liquidation.’’ Sub-section (3) makes the 
amount due in respect of any compensation a preferential payment to 
be paid in priority to all other debts in bankruptcy, or a winding-up, 
to the extent of £100; and sub-section (5) is :—‘‘ The provisions of 
this section with respect to preferences and priorities shall not apply 
where the bankrupt or the company being wound up has entered into 
such a contract with insurers as aforesaid.’’ Counsel for the workman 
contended that he had all his rights against the employer company 
regardless of whether he was insured or not. Counsel for the employer 
company contended that the workman had, under the circumstances of 
the insurance, no right to prove against the employer company at all. 
Nevite, J., after stating the facts, said : Sub-section 5, of section 5, 
of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, is fatal to any claim for 
priority in this case, for the only statutory provision giving priority 
to claims for compensation under the Act is sub-section (3), and sub- 
section (5) clearly refers to it. The natura! construction of sub- 
section (1), which puts the insurers into the place of the employer, 
that construction 
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is made certain by sub-section (2), which gives the workman a right 
to prove in the ptcy or winding-up of the employer or employer 
company only in the case of the insurance not covering the whole of 


the employer's liability. That is not the case here, and I must hold | 


that the workman has no right to prove in the windiag-up of the com- 
pany.—CounseL, Herbert J. Barclay; H. C. Fenton; Wilfrid M. Hunt. 
souicitors, J. Scott Duckers; Jaques & Co., for Watson, Son, & 
Smith, of Bradford. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Kuing’s Bench 


Division. 


BRANDON HILL (LIM.) v. LANE aND 
OLHoesS, Viaimants, Div. Count. s3rd November. 

Bu or SALE—HUsBAND AND Wire—Grant By HusBAND—JOINDER OF 
WIFE—WIFE NOT ANTERESTED IN WOODS—\ ALIDITY OF BILL OF SALE— 
Bits OF SALE Act (18/8) AMENDMENT AcT, 1862 (45 & 46 ViCT. 
c. 43), 8. 9. 

A bil of sale of chattels was granted by one L., whose wife, although 
the had no incerest in the goous, was mude a party to the bul of sate, 


and executed it, with the object that she mignt not in the future be | 


able to clarm that she had any interest in the goods in question, 
Held, that the bill of sale was not void under section ¥Y of the Bills 


of Sale Act (18/8) Amendment Act, 1882, as not being made in accord- | 


unce with the jJorm in the schedule annexed to the Act. 


Appeal from the decision of the judge of the Birkenhead County | 
‘Lhe question raised in the issue was | 
as to the validity Of a bili Of saie given by a Juagment debtor to the | 


Court in an interpieader issue. 


claimants over goods which were seized in execution by judgment 
creditors. ‘Lhe goods, the subject matter of the bill of sale, beiwnged 
to oue L., Dut 4.8 wile, who nad no interest in the goods, was maae 
& party to the bill oft sale and executed it, with the object that she 
might not be able in the tuture to claim the goods. it was contended, 


On venail of the Judgment creaitors, that the bill of sale was void, as | 


hoy vemig IM accOcuauce with the form prescrived in the schedule to 
the Act. A further ovjection was taken that the affidavit accompanying 


the bill did not set out vhe residence and occupation of the wite. Lhe 


county court Juage held that tne bill ot sale was valid, 


MoxRIDGE, J.— i his was an appeal from the juage of the county | 


court Of Uneshire, holden at Birkeunead, whereby he aecided in favour 
of the ciaim of GU. HM. Jones and fred Marling, who were grantees 
under a bill of sale of goods seized by the bauiut of the Birkenhead 
County Court. in order to ascertain whether the decision was correct 
or not we have to determine what 1s the true construction to be piaced 
upon section Y of the Buiis of dale Act, 1882, which enacts that a bill 
or sale made by way of security for the payment of money is to be 
void uniess made in accordance with the torm in the schedule. The 
appellant alleged that the bill of sale in question was not in accordance 
with the form 1or the following reason ; ‘lhe wife of Charles John Lane, 
person actually assigning the chattels, was made a party and 
executed it, and the deed contained recitals stating how the lability 
in respect of which the security was given arose. In my view, the 
test ot whether or not the bill ot sale was in accordance with the form 
must be extracted from the decisions of Melville v. Stringer (15 
Q. B. D. 392), Hx parte Stanford (17 Q. B. D. 259), and Z'homas v. 
Aelly (13 App. Cas. 506). In Melville v Stringer (supra) Brett, M.R., 
says : ‘‘ Whatever may be thought of the wisdom of this legisiation, 1 
feel myself bound to come to the conclusion that the object of the 
statute was twofold; first, that the borrower should understand the 
hature of the security which he was about to give for the debt due 
from him; and secondly, that a creditor, upon merely searching the 
register, should be able to understand the position ot the borrower, 
and should not be compelled to go to a solicitor in order to get counsel’s 
opinion as to the meaning of a security already created by the 
rower.” In Hz parte Stanford, Bowen, L.J., says: ‘‘ But a 
divergence only becomes substantial or material when it is calculated 
to give the bill of sale a legal consequence or effect either greater or 
smaller than that which would attach to it if drawn in the form which 
been sanctioned, or if it departs from the form in a manner calculated 

to mislead those whom it is the object of the statute to protect.”” In 
homas vy. Kelly, Lord Halsbury says: “‘ Further, I think that the 
section must be construed to enact not only what a bill of sale must 
Contain, but also what it must not contain, so that the statute must 
be understood to have prohibited bills of sale of personal chattels as 
security for money to which the form given by the statute is not 
appropriate.’’ To deal with the form of the bill of sale in this case, 
the wife, Lily Alice Lane, does not in any way purport to grant the 
chattels in question. It was said that the deed being under seal the 
recitals contained in it would operate by way of estoppel against her. 
From the cases of Ex parte Morgan (2 Ch. D. 72) and Fraser v. Pen- 
dlebury (31 L. J. C. P. 1) it seems clear such recitals would only 
Operate by way of estoppel when acted upon for the purpose of enforcing 
any right created by the bill of sale, but in this case she entered into 
Ro contract, and I cannot see why such recitals can be used by way 
of estoppel against her. The true view of her being joined in the deed 
seems to me to be the view expressed by Jessel, M.R., in Ez parte 


ANOTHER. JONES AND | 


, the son James Storey, who in no way was a grantor, he says, the 
| jounder in it of a person who had no interest is mere surplusage. 1 am, 
| therefore, of opimon that the joimng of the wife was mere surplusage 
in this case, and did not, within the words of Bowen, L.J., in &z parte 
| Stanford, give the bill of sale a legal consequence or effect, either 
greater or smaller than would attach to it if drawn in the form which 
has been sanctioned; nor do I think the joining of the wife in this 
case would prevent the borrower understanding the nature of the 
security, nor a creditor who searched the register from understanding 
the position of the burrower. A further objection was taken that the 
affidavit did not set out the residence and occupation of the wife, but 
she was not a person making or giving the same within section 10 (2) 
| of the Act of 1878, nor was she a grantor within section 10 of the Bills 
| of Sale Act, 1882. I do not think there was any occasion to put her 
| residence or occupation in the affidavit. The decision of the county 
| court judge was, in my view, correct, and ought to be affirmed and 
the appeal dismissed with costs. 
| Rowtatr, J., concurred.—CounseL, H. Simmons; Compston, K.C., 
| and W. Procter. Sovrcrrurs, H. Moore; Harling, Fisher & Houghton, 
| Liverpool. 
{Reported by P. B. Duryrorp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


BRYANT », BRYANT. Evans, P., and Deane, J. 27th October, 


SEPARATION—SUMMARY JURISDICTION—APPEAL TO DivistonaL CouRT 
OF THE Propate, Divorce aNp ADMIRALTY [DIVISION—OFFENCES 
AGAINST THE Person Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 100), s. 43—-SUMMARY 
JURISDICTION (MARRIED WomeEN) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vicr. c. 39), s. 8. 


| Where, a husband having been convicted of an aggravated assault 
| upon his wife within the Offences against the Person Act, 1861, 
8. 43, a separation order is made by the justices upon a summons 
issued by the wife under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895, s. 8, and made returnable wmmediately upon such con- 
viction, an appeal against the granting of the separation order lies 
| to a Divisional Court of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, 
but that court has no power to quash the conviction, 
In this case, the husband was summoned by the wife for assault. 
| On Slst July, 1914, he was, by the justices of Bicester, adjudged 
guilty of an aggravated assault upon the wife within the OUttences 
against the Person Act, 1861, s. 43; a penalty of £10 with 12s. 
| costs was inflicted, with the alternative of two months’ imprisonment. 
After the conviction, upon a summons issued under the Summary 
Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, s. 8, and returnable 
immediately upon the conviction, the justices granted to the wife a 
separation order, with costs. From that order the husband appealed. 
Counsel for the appellant asked the court to hear the appeal notwith- 
standing that the husband was out of time. He was prevented by 
statute from appealing to quarter sessions, as a fine with the alterma- 
| tive of imprisonment had been imposed. It was a serious matter for 
the appellant, who, as a clergyman, was amenable to the provisions 
of the Clergy Discipline Act, 1892. The court decided to hear the 
| appeal. Counsel for the appellant, continuing, submitted that the 
| court could deal with the conviction, which was bad, as it did not 
| state the facts which constituted the offence. The justices should 
not have convicted of an aggravated assoult within section 43 of the 
Offences against the Person Act, 1861; they could have found the 
husband guilty of a common assault under section 42. [The President : 
We cannot quash the conviction; that is a matter for quarter sessions ; 
if it cannot be dealt with there, we cannot hep it. It is the fault of 
| the Legislature.) Continuing, he referred to Manders vy, Manders 
| (41 Soricrrors’ JourNnaL, 226 ; 1897, 1 Q. B. 474) and the Summary Juris- 
diction (Married Women) Act, 1895, s. 11. Counsel for the respondent 
| submitted that no appeal lay to that court against the conviction. He 
cited Lewin v. Lewin (1891, P. 254) and Goodwin v. Goodwin (1887, 
51 J. P. 583). 

THe PRESIDENT, in the course of his judgment, said that the present 
appeal was against the order made by the justices on the summons 
by the wife for a separation order. There was no appeal against the 
conviction, therefore it must stand. The separation order was complete 
in itself without having exhibited the conviction; it was correct, and 
its form was not impeached. It was clear that the justices were 
entitled to come to the conclusion that the assault was an aggravated 
assault within section 43. 

Barcrave Deane, J., concurred. Appeal dimissed, with costs.— 
Counset, Ivor Bowen, K.C., Hughes, and Hardy, for the appellant; 
Willis, for the respondent. Soricirors, Walsh, Gray & Rose; Bdwards 
& Thomas, for Tyrwhitt & Marshall. 


[Reported by Otirronp Mortimer, Barrister-at-Law.] 
IN PRIZE, 


“THE ALDWORTH,” Evans, P. 27th October. 


Prize Law—Baritisn Sreamsnuie 1x Port at Toe Ovrsreax or Hos- 
TILIT1gEsS—Enemy CarnGo—ConDEMNATION. 


Austrian cargo seized on a British ship in port at the outbreak of 


Popplewell (21 Ch. D., at p. 82), where, dealing with the joining of hostilities was allowed by the Procurator-General to be resold by the 
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original vende , l ; 
into court. | 


Held, that ti ] é of aale were d / Ldmire Ity and prope: 
ize 

Held, also, that my cargo im ki ql h shipe uv port at the outbreak 
of hoatidili ' b, t to captu f lawful P ‘ / wa 

In th ase a British ship s in port at Cardiff on the outbreak of 
hostilitli between England and Austria on Z2lst ol August 
last. She had oy, | ird | 0 tons of coal, which was enemy cargo. 
[The Procurator-Gefleral sought the condemnation of this cargo. 
Counsel for the C1 n stated that the coal had been sold by a Welsh 
firm—Messrsa. Insole & Son to the Austrian Lloyd Co. After the | 


and the pro eeds of sale 


outbreak of hostilities the ingo was resold, 

were paid into irt The Procurator-General now asked that the pro 
ceeds of sale of this enemy cargo found in a British ship might be 
condemned. Counsel for Messr insole & Sons contended that the cargo 
was not liable to « lemnation, as his clients had, with the consent 
of the Procurator-Genera old the igo to Messrs Moxey, Saxon, & 
Co., and had by so doing lost any deferred right of payment from 
the Austrian Lloyd ¢ vhose property it had ceased to be. He, how- 
ever, also submitted that, even if the il were still the property of 
the Austrian Lloyd Co., it 1 not be condemned. Enemy goods in 
British ships seized in port are not liable to « mdemnation. He con 








tended that it had ne been the practice to condemn such goods, and 
he submitted that the r n y tl Declaration of Paris, while 
xis in neutral ships, did not mention enemy goods 


exempting enemy 
in ships of the nation at ir was that it was not necessary to do so, as 


it was assumed that the y were exempt 
Sir Samvuet Evans, P., after stating the facts, said : In this case it 

is admitted that in Julw the ] roperty had I ssed to the Austrian Lloyd 

Co., and that on the break of hostilities tl coal belonged to the 

enemy. Later the sellers, who had dive d themselves of their owner 

ship, were minded to snatch the cargo from the burning, and negotiations 
were entered into with Messrs. Moxey, Saxon, & Co. for that purpose. 

The Procurator-General wrote to the sellers that he ‘‘ was prepared to 

consent to the sale of the cargo to Messrs. Moxey, Saxon, & Co. on 

their paying the money into court. Counsel says that this transaction 
does result in a sa but is quite clear that nothing was done before 
the seizure, and equally clear that nothing could be done to revest the 
property in the seller, therefore the property is enemy property, and 
the Crown is entitled to it as a droit of Adm ralty. It has been con 
tended that this property, although enemy property, was in a British 
ship found in a British port, and therefore is not liable to condemna 
tion. I maintain, on the authority of Dr. Lushington, as laid down in 
his judgment in the hanna Emilia (Spinks, 12), that there is no 
doubt that this property is subject to the tight of capture, and I make 
the order forth th, condemning the proceeds of sale of the cargo as 
proper prize.—Counset, G W. Ricketts; BR. H. Balloch. Sortrcirors, 
The Treasury Solicitor ; Downing, Handcock & Co 
Reported by L. M. Mayr, Barrister nt-Law.7 
“THE MUWE. Evans, P. 29th October; 9th November. 

Paize LAw—SuHirr! \IEANING OF Worvs “‘ IN Port’ 1x CONVENTION 
Vi. or HAGUE CONFERENCI 1YO i LRANSLATION OF Re NCONTRES 
EN Mer On HIGH SHAS LNACCURATE Ex Haute MER OR 

EN Lene MER VESSEL WHICH HAS STARTED OR KESUMED HER 
VOYAGE NOT in Port ALIEN ENEMY—KIGHT TO APPEAR IN CER 
TAIN Cases—New Pracrice ALLow! APPEARANCE CREATED BY 
Prize Court 
Where an nemy vt el had qu tted the harbour of Vorrison'’s 

Haven, near Leith, just before the outbreak of war, but was stil within 

the Custome port of Leith when captured unme liately after the out- 

break. 
Held, that she was not in pr rt th the meaning of C'onvention 

Vi. of} the Hague Conserent 190/, and was accordingly properly cap 


wer, 


tured as a@ prize of 

Quere: Whether the Hague Convention binding on Great Britain 
in this war or not. 

Phe question whether alien enemies hould in certain cases be 
allowed to appear is not a que tion of internat al law, but a question 
of the practice of the court. 

The Prize Court has inherent power of regulating and prescribing 

enactment. 


its own practice unless fettered by 

The Prize Court accordingly gives dire 
court shall be that whenever alien 
entitled to any protection, privilege or reli 
Conventions of 1907, he shall be entitled to 


to argue his claim before such 
The Marie Glaeser (ante, p. 8; 1914, P. 218), commented upon and con- 
sidered, 
There were two important points discussed in this case; the first, 


that the practice of 
enemy conceives that he ta 
ef under any of the Hague 
ippear as a claimant, and 


/ 
one 


an 


court. 


as to the meaning of the words “in port,’’ as used in the sixth Hague 
Convention, and the seeond, as to the right of an alien enemy to 
appear and be heard by counsel. Zhe Mowe, a German vessel, was 
captured in the Firth of Forth on Sth August by H.M.8. Ring- 


She had arrived at Morrison's Haven 
on +h August and anchored there, but the officer of Customs told 
her to go on to Granton, eight miles further up, and she was 
captured on her way up, war having broken out in the meantime. 
The Attorney-General contended that Convention VI., Art. 2, which 


dove, and was taken into Leith. 


English firm, on the moneys being paid | gives immunity from condemnation to enemy merchant vessels found 





in port’’ at the outbreak of hostilities did not apply to this case. 
The word “ port’? meant in the Convention a place where cargoes 
were loaded or unloaded, and had nothing to do with the Customs 
boundaries of ports. For fiscal purposes Granton, Morrison’s Haven 
and Leith were ali part of ‘‘the Port of Leith.’’ Similarly the ‘* Port 
of Cardiff,’ for such purposes, extended for an area of over sixty miles, 
The Méwe was captured at sea as far as the effect of the Convention is 
concerned. The meaning of the words ‘in port”’ in a policy of 
insurance is defined by Lords Halsbury and Watson in Hunter vy. 
The Northern Marine Azsurance Co. (Limited) (13 App. Cas., 717). On 
the second point he submitted two propositions: (1) When the alien 
enemy comes forward and avows his enemy character without qualifica- 
tion he not entitled. to be heard, because he is not a 
persona standi in judicio; (2) where the alien enemy comes 
forward as an alien enemy, but pro hac vice-as standing in the position 
which relieves him of his enemy character, he is entitled to be heard; 
Story’s Prize Court Practice, p. 21, and Robinson v. Tie Con- 













1s 









ace 
tinental Insurance Co. of Mannheim (ante, p. 7) and The Pheeniz (2 
E. P. C. 238). Dr. T. E. Holland, K.C., followed the Attorney-General. 


He submitted four propositions : (1) Tne rule excluding enemy plaintiffs 
prevails in all British courts, and prize claimants are quast-plaintiffs ; (2) 
the rule, which is one of procedure, is unaffected by relaxations in 
substantive law (e.g., under the Declaration of London or Orders in 
Council as to days of grace); (3) non-observance by other countries of 
this British rule is irrelevant to its authority here; incidentally the 
rule does not appear to be observed in Russia or Japan, and the ratio 
decidendi of later American cases seems somewhat obscure; (4) any 
repeal of this rule would have to be by an Act of Parliament. Mr, 
C. R. Dunlop, for the German owner, stated that he was interned here, 
and so was not within the Proclamation prohibiting dealings with the 
enemy, because enemy character depended on hostile residence for that 
purpose. [The learned President said he must argue the case ag if 
his client had enemy character.} He then submitted that he was not 
attempting to appear as a plaintiff, but only to pray in aid the Hague 
Convention in order to escape condemnation of the ship. He relied 


















on The Pedro, The Guido, The Bueno Venturo, and The Paquete 
Habana (all reported 175 U. S. Rep.), and The Panama (176 U. &. 
tep. 535), where in the Spanish-American war the American court 
allowed alien enemies to appear. [The learned President said there 






Was a point as to the right of solicitors to represent an alien enemy 
under the King’s Proclamation as to trading with the enemy, but he 
would not decide that without further argument. ] 

Sir Samvuet Evans, P., after stating the questions in the case, and 
referring to and distinguishing The Marie Glaeser (1914, P., pp. 221- 
223; ante, p. 8), on the ground that no question under the Hague Con- 
ventions arose there, and quoting the propositions submitted by the 
Attorney-General, as stated above, said that in his opinion that sub- 
mission was well founded and accurate. The authorities cited from 
the American courts fell short of shewing that in the United States 
any claimant who avowed an enemy character has been allowed generally 
to appear in their courts. Under the Hague Convention (No. VL) 
the attitude which the owner in the present case must take might shortly 
be stated in these terms: “I admit that I am an alien enemy; and 
therefore that my ship was lawfully captured, or seized, as being enemy 
property ; but I wish to appear to put forward and argue my claim that 
in the circumstances of my case the ship is not confiscable, and cannot 
be condemned ; but can only be detained during the war, to be restored 
to me after the war.’’ Applying the principles laid down by Lord 
Stowell and Dr. Lushington, ag stated in The Marie Glaeser (supra), 
his lordship was satisfied that they would not have allowed the enemy 
owner to appear to assert such a claim. There was here no coming 
pro hac vice within the King’s peace; and there was here no suspension 
of the hostile character. His lordship, continuing, said: I desire to 
consider whether the Hague Convention (No. VI.) is operative and 
applicable. I cannot close my eyes to the provision in Article 6 of 
the Convention, which reads as follows :—‘‘ The provisions of the present 
Convention do not apply except between contracting Powers, and then 
only if all the belligerenis are parties to the Convention.’’ By 
Articles 7 and 9 the Convention requires to be ratified by the signatory 
Powers, and by Article 8 non-signatory Powers may accede to the 
Convention. Similar articles appear in the other Conventions. Of the 
belligerents in the present war at the time of the capture of the vessel, 
Germany and Austria-Hungary, and Belgium, France, Great Britain, 
Japan and Russia had ratified the Convention (Germany and Russia 
making reservations of Article 3 and part of Article 4). Of the other 
belligerents, Montenegro and Serbia (whose representatives signed the 
Convention) have not ratified it. Turkey, who is now also a belligerent, 
has not ratified it. None of these States were non-signatory Powers, 
so there has been no accession on the part of any of them. In strict 
ness, therefore (apart entirely from the question whether the enemie 
of this country are acting under or in accordance with the Convention), 
it is not clear that the Convention is binding or applicable. It is no 
my function to do anything more than to delene the law. But I trust 
to be forgiven for an expression of opinion that it would accord with 
the traditions of this country if such steps were taken as may 
necessary to make operative a series of Conventions solemnly ag 
upon by the plenipotentiaries of forty-five States or Powers afte 
most careful deliberation, with the most beneficent international object# 
Of the belligerents, Montenegro has no navy, and, so far as I know, 

no mercantile marine; it has a coast-line, but only of about t 
| miles; and Serbia is a purely inland State, having no seaboard at 
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It would scarcely seem desirable that the non-ratification by these 
Powers should prevent the application of the Maritime Conventions ; 
and it may be that the counsellors who have the responsibility of 
advising the Crown may deem it fit to advise that by proclamation or 
otherwise this country should declare that it will give effect to the 
Conventions, whether by the literal terms thereof they are strictly 
binding or not. On the question whether the owners of an enemy vessel 
have a right, or sliould be given the right, to appear to put torward 
a claim under the Conventions, assuming, as was done during the 
argument, that they are operative, the correct view is that this court 
has the inherent power of regulating and prescribing its own practice, 
unless fettered by enactment. Lord Stowell, from time to time, made 
rules of practice, and his power to do so was not questioned. More 
over, by Order XLV. of the Prize Court Rules, 1914, it is laid down 
that in all cases not provided for by those rules the practice of the 
late High Court of Admiralty of England in prize proceedings should 
be followed, or such other practice as the President may direct. The 
rules do not provide for the case now arising. I therefore assume that, 
as President of this court, I can give directions as to the practice 
in such cases as that with which the court is now dealing. The 
practice should conform to sound ideas of what is fair and just. A 
merchant who is a eitizen of an enemy country would not unnaturally 


expect that when the State to which he belongs, and other States with, 


which it may unhappily be at war, have bound themselves by formal 
and solemn Conventions dealing with a state of war like those formulated 
at the Hague in 1907, he should have the benefit of the provisions 
of such international compacts. He might equally naturally expect 
that he would be heard in cases where his property or interests were 
affected as to the effect and results of such compacts upon his individual 
position. Hence I deem it fitting, pursuant to powers which I think 
the court possesses, to direct that the practice of the court shall be 
that, whenever an alien enemy conceives that he is entitled to any 
protection, privilege or relief under any of the Hague Conventions of 
1907, he shall be entitled to appear as a claimant, and to argue his claim 
before this court. The grounds of his claim should be stated in the 
affidavit to lead to appearance which is required to be filed by Order 
IIl., Rule 5, of the Prize Court Rules, 1914. It was argued for the 
owner in the present case that the vessel was seized in port, and there 
fore ought only to be detained during the war. It was urged that the 
vessel was seized within the port of Leith, and, alternatively, that she 
was taken within territorial waters, and not ‘‘on the high seas,’’ and 
therefore is not confiscable. (See Article 3 of the Sixth Hague Con 
vention, to which Germany did not agree, and under which her citizens 
cannot benefit.) In this Convention [ am of opinion that the word 
“port’’ must be construed in its usual and limited popular or com 
mercial sense, as a place where ships are in the habit of coming to load 
or unload, embark or disembark. It does not mean the fiscal port. 
The vessel was not seized in any such ‘‘ port.’ She was not in a port 
from which, if days of grace had been arranged, she could be said to 
“depart’’ (xertir). Then it was contended that the vessel could not 
be condemned because she was not captured on “the high seas.’ The 
words ‘‘ entountered on the high seas,”’ in Article 3, are not an accurate 
rendering of the authoritative French, *‘ rencontrés en mer.’’ Where 
the Conventions intend to describe ‘‘ upon the high seas,’’ the appro- 
priate phrase ‘‘en pleine mer’’ is used. (See Convention VII. recital.) 
Another phrase, ‘‘ en haute mer,’’ is used in the Declaration of London, 
Article 37, to signify the same thing. In my view the claimant in his 
affidavit was accurate when he said that his vessel was ‘taken at sea.”’ 
The words of Article 3, ‘‘ rencontrés are exactly applicable 
to this case. And I have no hesitation in finding that she was captured 
at sea, and not seized in port. I therefore decree that the vessel be 
condemned as lawful prize.—Ccunset, Sir J. Simon, A.-G.; Holland, 
K.C. and Bentwich ; UC. R. Dunlop. Sotscrtors, The Treasury Solicitor ; 
Stokes & Stokes. 
(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 
The London Gazette of the 13th November contains :— 


en mer,”’ 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. _ [Vol. 59.] 77 


And whereas Tilbury Dock is within a prohibited area in the County 
of Essex, and it is desirable that the other docks belonging to the Port 
of London Authority should also be included within the prohibited 
areas : 

And whereas by Article 18 (2) of the Order I am empowered, after 
consultation with the Admiralty and Army Council, to add areas to 
the said list : 

Now I, in pursuance of the said Article, hereby order that there 
shall be added to the list of prohibited areas specified in the Second 
Schedule to the Order, the area containing the following docks belong- 
ing to the Port of London Authority :— 

St. Katharine’s, 

London. 

Surrey Commercial. 

West India. 

Millwall. 

East India. 

Royal Victoria. 

Royal Albert. 

R. McKenna, 
One of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State. 


Home Office, Whitehall, llth November, 1914. 








Bankruptcy Act, tgr4. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication 
1893, that the following Draft Rules have been prepared :— 
Draft Rules pursuant to section 132 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, 
Copies may be obtained on application to the Board of Trade, 1, 
Horse Guards-avenue, Whitehall, London, 8.W. 


Act, 


Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1914. 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the Rules Publication Act, 
that the following Draft Rules have been prepared ;:— 
Draft Rules pursuant to sections 13 and 28 of the Deeds of 
Arrangement Act, 1914. 
Copies may be obtained on application to the Board of Trade, 1, 
Horse Guards-avenue, Whitehall, London, S.W. 


18953, 








Societies. 
The Union Society of London. 


The weekly meeting of the Union Society was held on Wednesday at 
3, Plowden-buildings, Temple, the president (Mr. Harry Geen) in’ the 
chair. Mr. Cape moved: “ That this house would welcome some forns 
of conscription.’’ Mr. Burleigh opposed, and there also spoke Messrs, 
Stevens, Coley, Eustace, Fowler, and Baker. The motion was lost. 
























Stock Exchange and Alien Enemies. 


Doubts having been entertained in some quarters as to the position 
of members of the Stock Exchang@, who at the outbreak of war had 
transactions open for or with an enemy, a conference was recently held 
at the Treasury with members of the Stock Exchange Committee, and 
the following announcement is now authorised : 

Stock Exchange transactions entered into by a member of the Stock 
Exchange before the war on behalf of an enemy, and not completed 
when hostilities began, cannot, in view of the Mw relating to trading 
with the enemy, be completed by such member for the enemy. Such 
member is entitled to close the transaction by purchase or sale as the 
case may be. 

The word “ Enemy” in this connection has the meaning defined in 
the Proclamation relating to trading with the enemy: tc., it means 





1. A Proclamation, dated 10th November, forbidding the ex- 
portation from the United Kingdom of warlike stores. ‘This 
is the Proclamation referred to last week (ante, p. 60), which had 
been previously issued in the Supplement to the London Gazette | 
of 10th November. 

2 An Order in Council, dated 10th November, extending and | 
amending the Aliens Restriction (Isle of Man) Order, 1914. 
This is to be cited as the Aliens Restriction (Change of Name 
Isle of Man Order, 1914, and corresponds to the Aliens Restric 
tion (Change of Name) Order, 1914 (58 Sottcrrors’ Journat, 


p. 882). 

3. An Order by the Home Secretary, under the Aliens Restriction 
(Cohsolidation) Order, 1914, dated 11th November (printed 
helow), including the various docks of the Port of London 
Authority in the list of prohibited areas. 

The London Gazette of 17th November contains no special war matter. 


Aliens Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1914. 
Whereas the Second Schedule to the Aliens Restriction (Consoli- 


) Order, 1914, contains a list of prohibited areas for the purposes 


Of the Order : 


carryliy 


| port. 


‘any person or body of persons of whatever nationality residing or 
on business in the enemy country, but does not include persons 
vf enemy nationality who are neither resident nor carrying on business in 
the enemy country. In the case of incorporated bodies, enemy charac- 
























| ter atta hes only to those incorporated in an enemy country.” 








Belligerents and the Panama Canal. 


Rules, says the Washington correspondent of the Times, have just 
been issued for the use of the Panama Canal by belligerents. Generally 
speaking, they are based upon The Hague conventions about neutral 
vorts. 

For the passage of the 
authorities is necessary. 

Belligerent vessels are only allowed stores sufficient to reach a friendly 
All such stores must come from the Canal authorities and not 
from private firms. 

No belligerent vessel is to remain more than twenty-four hours in the 
Canal, or to leave the Canal within twenty-four hours of the departure 
of an enemy vessel. 


Canal the written permission of the Canal 
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Not more than three vessels of any nation or the Allied nations shall 
be allowed simultaneously in the Canal or the waters of the Isthmian 
zone 

No repairs are allowed save 

No rising or descending of flying machines is permitted 

Finally, attention is called to the agreement with Panama prohibiting 
a belligerent vessel rt of the Isthmian zone more than once 


months. 


in cases of distress 


in three 





Food Supplies for Belgium. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, Mr. Acland, 
to the Earl of Ronaldshay, said: On 6th October Marshal 
Goltz ive to the United States and Spanish Ministers at 
Brussels a written guarantee that foodstuffs imported into Belgium by 
the Relief Committee, acting under their joint patronage for the mam 
iL population ot be requisitioned by the mili 
disposal of the committee. In 





in reply 


von «det 


tenance of the « would 1 
la , but w wuld remain at the sok 
deration of this guarantee, and at the request of the United States, 
vernments, His Majesty's have 
with shipments of foodstuffs frem neutral 
; and Spanish 


Spanish, and Belgian Go Ciovernment 
undertaken not to intertere 
neutral bottoms consigned to the United Stat 
Ministers at Brussels or to the United States Consul at Rotterdam I 
understand from the United States Ambassador that consignments 
shipped to the United States Consul at Rotterdam will be warehoused 
at that port, and will be forwarded as need arises to the United States 
ind Spanish Ministers at Brussels. His Majesty’s Government have 
made a grant of £100,000 to the Belgian Government for the purchase 
of foodstuffs towards the cost of these supplies. 

This undertaking does not apply to general shipments of foodstuffs 
from this country. Any application for permission to export food 
stuffs to Belgium from the United Kingdom is therefore considered by 
he Board of Trade in each individual case in the same way and on 
the same principles as are held to govern other applic ations for per 
mission to export articles the export of which is restricted or pro- 
hibited. Permits have, | believe, been given in certain cases to export 
foodstuffs to Belgium, consigned to the United States and Spanish 
Ministers at Where a permit is so granted, the foodstuffs 
exported are, of course, protected by the guarantees which I have 
mentioned. 

I believe a great part of these food supplies are purchased by money 
subscribed in the United States to relieve distress of Belgians, and 
the greatest care is taken that it should go to that and to no other object. 


imtries in 


, ’ 
russe is 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 
gentlemen were called to the bar on the 17th inst. : 


Campbell, Magd. Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; 
. Dublin, K.C 


The following 

LINCOLN'S-INN \W i. We 
G. Fitz-Gibbon, King’s Im 

Inner Teurce.—W. H 
Chapman, B.A., Camb.; A. ¢ 
Rowlands, B.A Oxford; C 
B.A., Oxford; A. H 
Oxford 

Mippre Temew Sir R. W. Aske, LL.D., London, Certificate of 
Honour; J. P. Jordan; J. K. F. Coutanche, B.A., Oxon; R. 
Struthers; J. C. Macneillie, M.B., M.Ch., Glasgow: G. W. Knowles. 
M.A.; B. M. Goodman, B.A., LL.B., Camb.: G. K. Jenkins. 

GRAY'S-INN.—I} rremlett, Private, Public Schools Brigade, Royal 
Fusiliers, Inns of Court Studentship, Arden and Holt Scholar, Gray's 
inn, LL.B., and University Scholar, London Univ.; A. B. Sully, 
sometime Scholar, Line. Coll., Oxford, M.A., London Univ. B.A., 
Holt Scholar, Gray’s-inn; C. H. Hodge; T. W. C. Evans: H. A. 
tussell; W. Collingridge, M.A., LL.M., M.D., D.P.H.. Christ’s 
Coll., Camb., M.R.C.S. Eng.; W. E. Dickson, 2nd Lieut., 4th Lan 
cashire Fusiliers, Joint Holt Scholar, Gray’s-inn: L. O’S. 
member of the Irish Bar; J. C. Clerides. ; 

The above list does not contain the names of barristers who will 
apparently not practise in England. 


Dinsmore, M.A., LU.B., Dublin: W. 'T. 
Jacob, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; J. W. 
Richardson, B.A., Camb. ; J. Woodman, 
Roberts, B.A., Camb.; B. B. Stonham, B.A.. 


Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Mr. Recinarp James Bratr Ross (Legal Adviser, Southern Prov inces) 
has been appointed to be a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of 
Nigeria. 

Mr. J. Fertes, of the firm of Mesers Cooper, Pake, Roche. & Fettes, 
was, on the 9th inst., elected Mayor of the Metropolitan Borough of St 
Marylebone ? 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Henxay Dantet Strecivre and Fraxcts Eowarp Asiwortn. solicitors 
(Rogerson, Sutcliffe & Ashworth), 30, Spring-gardens, in the city of 


Manchester, Sept. 28, igs: (Gazette, Nov. 17. 





Kelly, | 





Information Required. 


WILL OF THE LATE ELIZABETH DAVIDSON (Widow), of 
17, Courthope-villas, Wimbledon.—Any solicitor or other person having 
prepared or having any knowledge of same is asked kindly to commu- 
nicate with G. Houghton & Sons, solicitors, 63, Finsbury-pavement, E.C. 


General. 


A Jewish rabbi, who was interned in the Lofthouse Park prisoners 
of war camp at Wakefield, and who has now been released, in a letter 
to Mr. D. L. Alexander, K.C., president of the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews, states that ‘‘it may interest you to learn that all those 
interned here are very well treated.” 

The Associated Accountants Training Corps is a new body connected 
with the Central Association of Accountants. Its first drills took place 
last week at All Hallows Church Hall, corner of London-wall and 
Broad-street, City. Men who join the corps have to give satisfactory 
reasons for not enlisting in the Army if they are under thirty-eight 
years of age. 

Two soldiers, a lance-corporal and a private in the Hants Regiment 
of Lord Kitchener's Army, stationed at Codford, Salisbury, have, 
says the Ubeerrer of the 15th inst., been proved to be German spies 
and have been dealt with by the military authorities. Copies of letters 
regarding movements and proposed movements of troops were found in 
their possession. 

With regard to the participation of the various British churches in 
the celebration of the centenary of Anglo-American peace, the British 
Peace Centenary Committee asks that the programme of activities agreed 
upon by the representative meeting of 10th July shall be regarded 
as postponed, but not abandoned, on account of the war. In the mean- 
time it is requested that a full reference to the Hundred Years Peace 
be made from the pulpits of the British churches on Peace Sunday 
(20th December). 

The Cambridgeshire County Council, last Saturday, by twenty-six 
votes to fifteen, passed the following resolution :—‘‘ That this council 
makes urgent representations to the Home Office that powers be 
granted to the local authorities to deal with the espionage suspected to 
exist in Cambridgeshire, and that such powers be more practical and 
stringent than those already possessed by the police with regard to 
aliens and recently naturalised persons.” 

In the House of Commons on the 12th inst., in answer to Mr. T. M. 
Healy, Mr. Asquith said he would take care, as far as he could, subject 
to exceptional and unforeseen circumstances, that due time should be 
given for the consideration of emergency Bills. One of these Bills 
affected members of the House. It appeared to be the law that members 
who had accepted commissions under the Crown, having accepted an 
office of profit, had vacated their seats, and, therefore, it was 
of the highest importance at the earliest moment to put that right 
by an Act of Parliament whereby they would be deemed not to have 
vacated their seats, and should continue to sit without any danger. 

In the House of Commons Mr. John has asked the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he proposed to lay before the House the text 
of the treaty of arbitration recently entered into between Great Britain 
and the United States of America; whether treaties in identical terms 
had been arranged with twenty-eight other Powers; if so, whether he 
would enumerate them, and whether it was intended to arrange treaties 
of a similar or more comprehensive character between Great Britain and 
her present Allies and with neutral Powers generally. Sir E. Grey, in 
a printed reply, says :—As regards the first part of the question, the 
hon. member, no doubt, refers to the Peace Commission Treaty recently 
signed with the United States. As soon as I hear that ratifications have 
been exchanged, I propose to publish the text of the Treaty. The 
answer to parts 2, 3, and 4 is in the negative. 

In the City of London Court on the 13th inst., says the 7'imes, 
before Judge Rentoul, K.C., and a jury, John Percival, lighterman, 
30, Edale-road, Deptford, made a claim for £20 against Woods Brothers, 
house furnishers, for damages for trespass. The plaintiff's case was that 
he agreed to buy a bedstead of the defendants on the hire purchase 
system. At first he paid regularly, but when he got into arrears, owing 
to being out of work, the defendants’ man entered the plaintiff's house 
forcibly and went to the bedroom where the bedstead was. On the 
way he behaved so violently to the plaintiff's wife that he had been 
fined at the Tower Bridge Police Court for the assault. The defendants’ 
inspector declared that he only went to the house to see that the bed- 
stead was still on the premises. The jury awarded the plaintiff £20, 
and the judge allowed costs on the higher scale. 

The earlier closing of public-houses, with the consequent change in 
the habits of a large section of the population, was, says the Daily 
News, mentioned at the London Sessions on Tuesday as one of the 
principal causes of the diminution of crime noted during the war. In 
his charge to the Grand Jury, Mr. Wallace said that instead of closing 
at 12.30 the public-houses in London now closed at 10 o'clock. The 
result had been wonderful in one respect. For years past the average 

| number of cases of inflicting grievous bodily harm as a result of drink- 
ing, almost invariably between 12 and 1 a.m., had averaged at those 
sessions about twelve a month; but in the month which had passed since 
the closing orders came into operation the number had fallen to two. 
People might argue as they pieis2d about the results ot the legislation, 
| but the fact remained that the average had fallen to this great extent. 

That was a matter of significance and for thought te every man whe 
i; considered the subject, 
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In the House of Commons on Wednesday Mr. Hogge asked the Prime 
Minister whether there had been any negotiations about prolonging the 
life of this Parliament on account of the war, or whether the Govern- 
ment intended to allow things to take their natural course. Mr. 
Asquith: The answer to the first part of the question is in the negative. 
I fear I can make no statement as regards the second part. 

Mr. Justice Atkin, charging the grand jury at Bristol Assizes on the 
llth inst., says the Westminster Gazette, said that in the whole of the 
Western Circuit, in nearly every case tried, the defence was that the 
crime was committed whilst the defendant was in drink. One lad of 
eighteen was treated to eight pints of beer in a couple of hours, and did 
not know what happened. That sort of thing must seriously impair the 
efficiency of the troops when sent to the front. The licensing authorities 
had the power to deal with the matter, and if they found drunkenness 
permitted, or even encouraged, he hoped they would make their influence 
felt. Anyone allowing a young soldier to drink to excess was guilty of 
a serious offence against the country; but, whilst drinking should be 
checked, they ought to provide some reasonable counter-attractions for 
troops when gathered in large bodies, as at Bristol. His experiences 
on that Assize Circuit constrained him to make these remarks. 

At the opening of the Parliamentary session in Luxembourg last 
week, says the Vimes, the Grand Duchess in her speech from the 
Throne said : ‘* We are all deeply affected by the appalling spectacle 
of the murderous war, in which our neighbours are lacerating each 
other. Our neutrality was violated, and we hurriedly lodged a protest, 
informing the guarantee Powers. The Chamber approved our pro 
ceedings. Our rights, though violated, remain. An indemnity for the 
wrong done us was promised. We have received already an indemnity 
for the damage caused by the passage of troops through the country. I 
thank the population for its correct attitude, whereby disagreeable 
events have been avoided. Our neighbours in other countries are 
accomplishing marvels of bravery for the greatness and happiness of 
their Fatherland. We also will stand for our country. God protect 
our dear country!’’ The speech was greeted with enthusiastic cheers. 

In the House of Lords on the 12th inst., says the 7'imes, the Ear! of 
Dartmouth asked the Secretary for War if, in view of the speculation 
in military supplies, and of the inadvisable competition between all 
purchasers of such supplies, the Government would consider the 
desirability of immediately fixing a flat rate for all articles which were 
required as war outfit of the naval or military forces of the Crown. He 
said the question was one of considerable importance to county associa- 
tions. A case was given in the 7'imes the other day in which a par 
ticular article of which many thousands were required, the normal price 
being 3s. 6d., was offered to the War Office and refused by them at 
4s. 5d., and was afterwards planted on a county association at 6s. 11d 
The Lord Chancellor, on behalf of Lord Kitchener, stated that he was 
substantially in accord with the noble lord. The principle underlying 
the question had been adopted and was being followed wherever it was 
possible so far as the military outfit was concerned; and that applied 
to the whole of the forces of the Crown, including the Territorial force. 
For instance, arrangements had been made whereby the price of 
revolvers was limited to 10 per cent. above the peace price, allowance 
having to be made, of course, for the pressure. Again, negotiations 
were in progress with the Wholesale Clothing Manufacturers’ Federa- 
tion with the view of ascertaining how far a flat rate could be adopted 
for the manufacture of Army clothing; and agreements in this sense, 
covering the supplies of clothing for the whole of His Majesty’s forces, 
would probably be concluded if the Secretary of State was able to 
satisfy himself that by such arrangements the supply of the necessary 
quantities would not be prejudiced in any way. Further steps would 
be taken in this direction. 

In the Chancery Division, on the 13th inst., says the Times, Mr. 
Bischoff, on behalf of the plaintiffs in the action, The Brazil Railway 
Company v. Baron Bruno Schroeder and Mr. Tiarks, applied to Mr. 
Justice Eve for an injunction to restrain the defendants until the trial 
of the action from transferring, charging, or otherwise dealing with 
£69,000 worth of deferred ordinary stock in the Antofagasta, Chile, 
and Bolivia Railway Company otherwise than in accordance with 
directions given by the plaintifis. Mr. Bischoff said that the plaintiffs 

rrowed from Messrs. J. Henry Schroeder & Co., the bankers, 
£500,000 to be secured by a deposit of some deferred ordinary stock 
in the Antofagasta Company, and the arrangement wag that the loan 
should be secured by the stock, the market value of which was to be 
Maintained. At the end of July the price of the stock on the Stock 
Exchange had fallen. and Messrs. Schroeder asked for further cover. 

he plaintiffs provided more Antofagasta stock, borrowing it from 
another company. The amount represented on the certificate was con 
siderably larger than the amount which they had to give to Messrs. 
Schroeder, and it was arranged that the defendants should give the 
plaintiffs a balance ticket for the surplus. The plaintiffs had not 
received that. Part of the borrowed stock did not belong to the 
plaintiffs ; they only owned sufficient to cover the security with Messrs. 
Schroeder. Then the Stock Exchange closed, and the plaintiffs now 
said that there was now no final dealing in the stock, and as the 
“ House’ was closed there was no market price. The answer which 
Messrs. Schroeder & Co. gave was, ‘Oh, yes; we ourselves are sellers 
at a much lower price.’’ They also said that the stock had still more 
decreased in price—in fact, they said that the price was 120, while in 
July it was 140. That made a considerable difference to the plaintiffs 
Notwithstanding that the defendants had not returned a ticket for the 
surplus of the stock they held, they had informed the plaintiffs that 
required more cover. The plaintiffs had to protect themselves 
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with regard to that stock, which they never intended the defendants to 
have. ‘ihe action would decide a matter of great importance to City 
men as to the meaning of ‘‘ market value The detendants did not 
resist the injunction until the trial of the action. His lordship granted 
the injunction asked for until the trial, costs of the motion to be costs 
in the cause 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday Lord C. Bere vd asked 
the Prime Minister whether, in the public interest, he would consider 
the question of instituting a Committee of Public Safety, with branch 
bureaux in all the great centres, to inquire into and report on alien 
wther the responsibility at present Was divided between the 
Admiralty ; and whether that 
inetticiency. Mr. 

vith one another, 


enchiles 
Home Oth the War Office, and the 
divided responsibility resulted in 
Asquith : 
and I cannot aure 
bility has resulted in confusion and inefficiency. 


confusion and 

lhe three Departments mentioned co-operate 
e with the suggestion that the <div on ol responsi 
Division of duties is 
civil and partly to naval and 
responsibhe for 


the prov isions 


inevitable, because they relate partly to 
military matters. The Home Office and the police at 
the steps taken to register alien enemies and to enforc 
of the Aliens Restriction Order. The internment of alien enemies of 
military age is a military measure for which the War Office is and must 
be responsible, though the Secretary of State for War is assisted by the 
civil authority in giving effect to his policy. As regards the dangers of 
a subject which the noble lord has no doubt especially in 
mind—some time ago, on the advice of the Committee of Imperial 
Defence, there was established at the War Office an Intelligence Depart 
ment, which co-operates with the Admiralty, and has the assistance of 
the civil power wherever necessary. This Department has done invalu 
able work. The powers which the naval and military authorities pos 
sessed before the war to deal with espionage have been materially 
supplemented by the passing of the Defence of the Realm Acis, and the 
question of strengthening the staff of the Intelligence Department to 
imposed upon it is now bemg considered 


espionage 


cope with the new duties 

The Archbishop of Canterbury presided on the 12th inst. at a con 
ference of cle revinen, medical men and othe rs, he ld m the Caxton Hall, 
to consider the question of temperance in relation to the war. He said, 
says the Morning J’vst, he wished he couid think it were true that they 
were lnagining or exaggerating an evil, but he had abundant details 
which gave clear evidence of the perils as regarded intemperance at 
the present time among some of our soldiers and their wives and 
dependents at home. He was speaking entirely of the soldiers in 
England, for as to those in the field they had only thought of unmixed 
admiration and thankfulne They were proud of their soldiers and 
perils from intemperance were partly in camp, 
surroundings of the camps, and partly on the 
Some of the arrangements in the camps, 
to make it easy for men to be tem 
such temptations. 


sailors Che 
partly in the 
way to and from them. 
he feared, had not been such as 
perate and sober, but in other camps there were no 
Chen there was the mischievous habit of treating \s 
wives and depende nts, trom Whal was seen in many 
big towns it would be impossible to deny the magnitude and gravity of 
the evil and the great need to do something to encounter it. He was 
not referring to the wives of soldiers as a whole, but still the propor- 
tion was becoming a large one. As we expected high things from those 
who had gone to the front, and from those who were preparing to go, 
so the people must feel that it would be fatal to the realization of those 
expectations if temptations were put in their way. For those left behind 
there must be self-discipline and self-denial. He suggested shorter 
hours for the sale of liquor. 


to intemperance 


among soldiers 


several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





CAUTION The Public at ined that an inferior imitation of 
the “‘ Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase is now being advertised, the sections 
of which are built up of various pieces of wood fitted together with 
metal buttons, slots, etc., after the manner of the old type of sectional 
Although the price is much higher, the name and general 
appearance are very similar to the ‘‘ Oxford,’’ and are likely to mislead. 
The genuine “ Oxford” is manufactured only by William Baker & Co., 
the sole proprietors, at Oxford, who will send catalogue, post free.— 


(Advt.) 


bookcase. 


The Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada, 4, Norfolk-street, 
Strand, London, do not impose any extra premium on civilians insured 





with them who volunteer for service during the present War. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1 JoYce, WARRINGTON, 
Motday Nov. 23 Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer 
Tuesday .... 2 Greswell Synge Borrer Leach 
Wednesday .. 25 Bloxam Charch Jolly Greswell 
Thursday .... @ Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
Friday coco Leach Jolly Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Saturday .... 23 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday Nov. 23 Mr. Church Mr. Bloxram Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell 
weeday .... & Farmer Jolly PRloxam Church 
Wednesday .. % Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 
Thursday 26 Leach Farmer ‘Church Rorrer 
Friday ...... 27 Borrer Church Greswell Synve 
Satarday .... 26 Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Joly 


The Property Mart. 
Result of Sale. 


REVERSIONS, LiFe Policies, Ac. 

Messrs, H. E, Fostan & Caaneretn he'd their usual! Periodical Sale of these interesta 

at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following lots were 
sold at the prices m: ntioned 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-sixth of £10,000 .. o 

Do do to about evils... a a 

POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £2,000 


Sold 6420 
9 eed) 
, £1,230 








. > > 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gasette.—TURSDAY, Nov. 10. 

ALeoria Er Cre, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 10, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Evelyn Ronald Brod- 
rick Graham, 222, St: and, liquidater. 

BABBS AND Brices, Ltv.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clxims, to William Eaves, 
15, Fountain st, Manchester, liquidator. 

Lama Fitm Propvuctne Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required on or before Dec 20, to send 
their names and adresses, and the particulars «f their debts or claims. to Alfred 
Pilling, 23, Acresfield, Bolton, liquidator. 

SHUFFIELD & ROTHERHAM BREWERY, LTD.—Creditors are requ'red, on or before Decs 
10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their detts or claims, to 
Wilfred Harold Copley %2, Moorgate st, Rotherham, liquidator. 

WIRRAL & BIRKENHEAD AGRICULTURAL Socrety (INC)RPORATHD)—Creditors are 
required, on or bofore Dec 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, t Baskerville Simmons, 3, Harrington st, Liverpool, 
liquidator 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep rm Omayorer. 
London Gatette.—¥RIDAY, Nov. 13. 

Austin Motor Co, Ltp,—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Eric M. 
Carter, 33, Waterloo st, Birmingham, liquidator. 

Castie’s Directories, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the jeulars of their debts or claims, to J, H. 
Sampron, Green st, Truro, or J. C. Crewes, Parkvedras ter, Truro, liquidators. 


Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAT, Nov. 6. 
Bainbridge Engineering Co, Ltd. 
Frank and Sons, Ltd. 
Roundhay & District Electric Lightinz 


Clarence, Ltd. 
Wirral Collery Co, Ltd. 
Empire Restaurants, Ltd. 


Newton & Fows n, Ltd. Co, Ltd, 
Perfector Buildings and Constructions, Wa) lingwells Boring Co, Ltd. 
Ltd. Sheffield Twist Drill Co, Ltd. 


F.0. J. Syndicate, Ltd. 

Hardy %elizman Frincis & Co, Ltd. 

Consolidated Produce Trust. Ltd. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 10. 

Westfield House Social Club, Ltd. 

Ramsgate and St Lawrence Coffee Tavern 
Co, Ltd. 

Sultan Murat Cigarette Co, Ltd. 

A. Atkins, Ltd. 

Janson Cars, Ltd. 


A. & Hl. Leon Bros & Co, Ltd. 
Rialto Player Piano Co, Ltd. 
Swedish Match Co, Ltd. 


Wayford Tena: ts, Ltd. 

Whiting and Bosito, Ltl. 

Jobnston Meal Co, Ltd. 

Salsbury Lamps, Ltd. 

J. G. Clarka, Ltd. 

J. H. Elliott & Co, Ltd. 

Premier Motor Co, Ltd. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 13. 

William Newton & Sons, Ltd. 

Shattlewor hs, Ltd. 

Talysarn Copper Mines, Ltd. 

Peach's, Ltd. 

Palace Picturedromes, It. 

London Scottish Agency, Ltd. 

Second Midway Syndicate, Ltd. Nilambur Rubber Estates, Ltd. 

Wright's Tackless Footwear Co, Ltd. China Street Pottery Co, Ltd. 

London Gazettc,—TUESDAY, Nov, 17. 

Motor Mercantile, Ltd, 

J. W. Needham, Ltd. 

Sirron Cars, Ltd. 

Pearsall-Warre, Ltd. 

Day Dawn P.U. Gold Mines, Lid. 

Besut Proprietary, Ltd. 

Marine Propulsion. Ltd, 


Diaphone Co, Ltd. 

St Ives (Banket) Exploration Co, Ltd. 
Lucar, Ltd, 

John T. French, Ltd. 

Midway Syndicate, Ltd, 

Lioseter & Miller, Ltd. 


Red Ensign Film Co, Ltd. 

Rex Motor Manufacturing Co, Ltd 
Vale of Clwyd Bacon Curing Co, Ltd. 
Thos. H. Wilson, Ltd. 

Genz Wheeler « Co, Ltd. 

Savona, Ltd. 

Sang & Russell, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF CLAIM, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 6. 
BAGGALLAY, MARIAN, Neville ter, Onslow gdns Dec.10 Baggallay, Frederick pb 
Old Jewry 











BARNES, RAGLAN WYKEHAM, Dorchester, Dorset Dec 4 Coombs & Son, Dor- 
chester 

BIRoTH, ANNA MARIA, Dudley rd, Wimbledon Dec 8 Corsellis & Berney, Wands- 
worth 


Trevor & Co, Limest 


BURNHAM, EpiTH, Crawley, Sussex Dec 18 
Dec 5 Burrows & Crowder, Wed- 


BURROW, GRORGE, Panborough, nr W ells, Somerset 
mor’, Somerset 

CALNAN, JosEPH. Westcliff onSea Dec 16 Mason, Bion st, Finsbury 

CATCHPOOL, ERNEST, Sholden, ur Dea!, Farmer Dec? Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

CHENEY, ALFRED GiBSON, Devonshire ter, Lancaster gate, Commercial Traveller Dev 7 
{ellor & Coleman, Coleman St 

Coz, WILLIAM HENRY, Congleton, Chester, Pharmaceutical Chemist Nov 19 Sheldon 
& Plant, Cengleton 

Cross, Jous TREVOR, Cardiff Dec 5 Kinch & Richardson, Chancery In 

CRrossMAN, EmtLy Kate, Exeter Decl Hartiey & Thomas, Exeter 

CURL, MARIA, Thorpe 8c Andrew, No:folk Dec5 Stevens & Co, Norwich 

EVA°ON, SARAH ANN, Nechells, Birmingham Nov 30 Baker & Co, Birmingham 

FIELD, JANE MARSH, Ashford, Kent Nov 20 Hallett & Co, Ash‘ord 

FIELD, JouN Epwarp, Ashford, Kent Nov 20 Haslett & Co, Ashford 

Fitcu, HANNAB, Uckfield, Sussex Nov 20 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

GIMSON, SARAH ANN, Leicester Dec 4 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

GrauaM, James, Leipsic rd, Camberwell, Bottle Merchant Dec 6 
Bishopsgate 

GREENHILL, Rev WILLIAM RireR, Halsey House, Red Lion sq Decl4 Sweetland & 
Greenhill, Cullum st 

Gariyritus, ELt Epwarp, Sidbury Mews, Worcester Dec 14 
Worcester 

JRIFFITHS, JOHN, Chester Deci9 Hughes, Chester 

HARRISON, WILLIAM, Borrowby, nr Thirsk, Yorks Dec? Walker, Thirsk 

Harvey, WiLMot, Camborne, Cornwsll Dec 5 Daniell & Thomas, Camborne 








Le Voi & Co 






Garrard & Anthony, 













CLAUGHTON & CLEVELAND CONSERVATIVE & Unionist Cius Co, Ltp.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Dec 18, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Thomas Baxter, 56, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead, liquidator. 

Mipway SyyprcaTs, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the ticulars of their debts and c'aims, to Arthur Leonard | 
Butcher, 35, Coy thall av, liquidator, 

‘Nepenes MOLyYspENiTR, LTD.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of thelr debts or claims, to A. Asshetor Lowe, | 
12, Coleman st, liquidator. 

SECOND MIDWAY SyNpIcaTse, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 23, to 
send their names and addresses, and, the particulars of their debts and claims, 
to Arthur Leonard Butcher, 35, Copthall av, liquidator. 

TaLysanw CoprenR MINES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Addison Seott, 5 and 6, Great Winchester st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—TvuEsDAyY, Nov. 17. 


JACKSON, Russeit. & Co, LtD.—Creditors are require], on or before Dec 13, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, jto 
Mr. John Sell Cotman, ¥.C.A., 10,Coleman at, liqui lator. 

MARINE PRoPCLsion, Lrp. (InN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles Spencer, liquidator, co Messrs. Seatie & Morrison, 47, Victoria 
at, Westminster. 

PSARSALL-WARNE, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQuIDATION).—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Dec to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Mr. Edmund Francis Norman, 19 and 21, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

Savona, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 18, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Albert Fabry, 107, 
Winchester st, Fecleston sq, liquidator. 

W. W. Harrison & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 


| Jones, THOMAS, Pontfadog, Glyntralan, Denbigh, Butcher 


Hers, ALice, Bury, Lancs Dec 14 Bertwistle, Bury 

HILL, Lieut-Col ROWLEY RICHARD ConWAY, Hamble, Southampton Dec7 Wrensted & 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

Hunter, WALTER, Chartfield av, Putney hill Decl5 Hunter, Bioomsbury sq 

JonEs, GEORGE DAVID, Brighton Dec 26 Marshall & Co, King st, Hammersmith 

Jones, Manis, West Bromwich Dec 18 Vernon & Shakespeare, Uldbury, vr bir 


mingham 
ning Minshali & Coe, 







Dec 14 






Llanzollen 
Kemp, ELIZABETH MARY, Camborne, 
Kew, Ropert, Fabian rd, Fulbam Deci Reader & Co, Colewan:t 
KLOCKENBUSCH, BENRY, Southend on Sea Noviz Cooper, Southend ou Svs 
LEANEY, LEONARD, Ipswich Dec 1 Block & Cullingham, Ipswich 
LELLYETT, ELLEN, Reigate Decl Ccx & Son, Cannon st 
LEVY, JoSEPH MorRIs, Brigh'on Dec 3i Turner & Osborn, Leadenhall st 
MARKS, ALFRED PALLY, Birmingham, Consulting Engineer Dec 17 
Warder, Birmingham 
MoCLovenin, Capt Roper J, late Ist Bedfordshire Regiment Nov 30 Loughborough 
& Co, Austin friars 
McLOUGHLIN, SARAH ELLEN, Queen's rd, South Norwood Dec 7 Edridge’ & Co, 


Croydon 
ELEANOR Mary, Lianwrda, Carmarthen Dec 12 Meade-King & ©, 
1 


Nov 14 Dowse & Co, King® 





rowall Dec7 Thomas, Camborne 







Freeland & 








METHUEN, 
sristo’ 
MORLEY, ARTHUR EpwWarp, Kingsland rd, Saddler 
land rd 
MURRAY, Evrmemrs Exsza, Lugano, Switzerland Nov 17 
Chapman, Southampton st, Bloom 







Warren & Co, Bloom 





bury sq 
Newcome, Louisa, Offord rd, Barnsbury Dec 12 
bury sq 
O'DONNELL, JAMES,Southampton Dec7 Charles & Co, Southampton 
PEARCF, GILBERT BENNEiT, Hayle, Cornwall, Tin Smelter Dec 5 Daniell & Thomas 
Camborve 
Pru@orr, JAMES. Wilmslow, Chester Nov 30 Smith & Brooks, Manchester 
PLowpeN, WILLIAM Francis, Lydbary North, Shropshire Dec10 Slaughter & Cole 


grave, Arundel st 
Dec? Ryland & Co, Birmingham 


POWELL, THOMAS, Smethwick, Staffs 
REUNES, JAIME, Manhattan, New York, USA Dec 10 Paines & Co, +t Helen's pl 
Dickinson & Co, Newcastie upot 











Bervard Douthwaite, 1, George st, Sheffield, liquidator. 


Ross, ata Byker, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 4 
yne 
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SLATER, JONAH, Greenfield, Yorks, Fiannel Merchant Nov 20 Tanner, Oldham 

SMITH, FREDERICK, Prescot, Lancs, Solicitor Decl$ Banks & Co, Liverpool 

goton, Lours Mako EMMANUEL, Stoke upon Trent Dec 10 Marshall & Co, Stoke on | 
Trent 


SovTHERTON, THOMAS, Bewdley, Worceter, J? Jan 1 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

Torrrsa, Ropert, Putney Dec3 Walker, Howard House, Arundel st 

Ware. GeraRD, Birkenhead Dec 12 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

WotrenpeN, LrpIA ANN, Llanwarne, Hereford Dec 14 Walker & Co, Mauches‘er 

Woop, ALFRE®, Sheffield, Carting Contractor Dec 7 Bransom & Son, Sheffield 

Youce, Rev VERwWON GeorGE, Eccleshall, Staffs Nov 20 Reade, Congleton 

Yours, Josera GRAHAM, Jarrow, Darham, Grocer Decié Wright & Co, Seaham Har- 
bour 


London Gazette—TursDAY, Nov. 10. 


Ascnort, WILLIAM, Cheyne walk, Chelsea Dec 8 Bray & Waller, Arundel st 

RROOKE, JosHva Bower, Leeds, Solicitor Mar8 Brooke & Dyer, Leeds 

CLARK, Col JAWES EowarD, St George’srd Jan 7 Gill, Devonport 

Corrrer, MARION, St Jame ter, Regent's Park Dec 19 Morice & Co, S»rjeant’s ina 

CROMWELL, OLIVER, Woothall Soa. Linco'in Dec8 Williams & Son, Lincoln 

Erayxs, Joan, Pendree, New Radnor Decl2 Temple & Philpin, Kingto Hereford 

Fisaes, Evizasera, Botley, Southampton Dec 15 Warneré& Kirby, Bishop's Wal- 
tham, Hants 

ForD, WILLIAM HENRY, Swansea, Furniture Remover Dec7 

Garpiner, Mary, Colwall, Hereford Nov 23 Foster, Malvern 

GrmsonN, FREDERICK HARLEY, Royston. Herts Dec4 Wortham & ©», Rovston 

GLEADALL, MARY ANN, Farnion, Nottingham Decl Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark 

Tren 


Pu itan, Swansea 


Hanis, FRepERicK, Upper Tollington Park, Middix,Cajerer Nov30 Windybank & 
Co, St Swithin’s In 

Hornsey’. SAMUEL Redford, Innkeeper Dec8 BE rbeck & Co, Co >thall av 

Hont, WILLIAM Henry, Alresford, Hants Nov 23 Shield & Mackarness, Alresford, 
fante 

HUXTABLE, WILLIAM, Newquay, Cornwall, Wine Merchant Nov2l Greenway & Co, 
Ne 


} y 
JUKES-BROWNE, ALFRED JOHN, Torquay Decl EF & H Landon, New Bond st 
Lees, Lypra CARRUTHERS, Buxton Dec 12 Taylor, Buxton 
MESSENGER, WALTER CHARLES, Tooley st Dec 12 Brighten & Lemon, Crutched 
Fi 


MILES, SAMUEL BARRETT, Freshford, Somerset Dec7 Wallace & Co, Bashinghall st 

Misietm, WILLIAM, Kilminzton, Devon Dec 25 Danning & Co, Honiton 

Moss, ELTRABETH, Nottingham Nov2l Simpson & Lee, Nottingham 

Muypy WILLIAM, Ardwick, Manchester. Provision Dealer Dec Lea, Manchester 

Noak, RICHARD, Carrington, nr Flixton, Chester, Yarn agent Dec 1 Wood & Lord, 
Mancheeter 

Orrin, THOMAS WILLIAM, Hockley, Essex Nov30 A W Offin, Hockley, Essex, and H A 
Rumsey, Rochford, Essex 

Sawyer, Geores, Flixton, Lancs Dec5 Orball, Manhestor 

SaYGoL, ISaac, Sheffield, Draper Deco3l Newsom & Bians, Sheffield 

Smpson, ANNIE, Manningham, Bradford Dec 7 Topham, Harrogate 

SoweRsUrts, JonN, Clitherve, Lanca, Ironmonger D-cll J & T Kastham, Clitheroe 

Tere, JANE, Tunbridge Wells Decl Buss & Levett, Tanbridze Wells 

WHARTOS, FREDERICK, Smethwick, Staffs Nov30 WmA&LF Williams. Birmingham 

Wars, Louis StapHen, Witley, Surrey, Coal Merchant Decl5 JA & H E Fa_nfiaid, 
Lower Thames st 

WIKSTROM. FRANS O3CAR SIXTUS, South Shields, Seaman Nov 30 Hannay & Han ay, 
South Shields 

WILLIAMS, Gz RGR, Albany rd, Strout Green, Builder Decl Taylor & Co. Strand 

Woo.tey, ELIZABETH, Upper Bedford pl, Bloomsbury Dec 1 Simpson & (>, Derby 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 13. 


BARNARD, HARRIET, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Dec 10 Morgan & Co, Colwrn Bay 
BARTLEMAN, GeornGe HENRY, Kelfield gdns, Kensington Dec 11 Holmes, King st, 


Y e 

BENTLEY, CHARLES, Leicester Dec 15 Simpson & Bennett, Leicester 

BREEDON, JoHN, Leicester Dec 21 Richsrdseon, Leicester 

BRYANT, JosepH, Hendon Dec 5 Wood, Finsbury sq 

RUCKLEY’, WILLIAM. Biackpool Dec 9 Kay, Blackpool 

Bororss, James HENRY. Mumbles, Glam, Shipowner Dec 31 Owen, Swansea 

Boreess, LAURA, Mumbles, Glam Dec 31 Owen, Swansea 

Coops, WILLIAM, Stockoort Nov 27 Redfern, Stockport 

Crappock, CHARLES, Hednesford. Staffa Dec 15 Gardner & Sons, Rugeley 

CurTIS, JOHN, Quainton, Bucks, Farmer Dee 11 Wilkins & Son, Aylesbary 

DAMBRUMENIL, ISABELLA, Palace ct, Kensington Dec 11 Ince & Vo, St Benet chmbrs, 
Fencharch st 

Davies, STEPHEN, Ebbw Vale, Mon. Builder Nov 26 Powell & Co, E) Sw Vale, Mon 

Riurort, Ropert, Ashford, Kent Dec11 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Fearon, Franots, Blackheath hill, Greenwich Dec 12 Fearon & Co, Victorla st 
Westminster 

Foster, JANR, Chislehurst, Kent Dec 31 Nelson & Co, Cannon st 

GzoroR, ROBERT, Brynmill, Swansea Dee 12 James, Swansea 

Grettna, Jane, York Dec13 E. J. & A. Peters, York 

Geeveson, Epwis, Burley in Wharfedale, York Dec 10 
Tem 

om -¥K ‘BERT, Sheffield, General Outfitter Dec 30 Howe & Co, Sheffield 

HILTo*, RopeRt, Holcombe Brook, nr Bury, Bleacher and Dyer Dec 15 Wood & Lord, 
Manchester 


Ballard, Hare ct, Inner 


HvueueEs, ALEXANDER, North Shields Dec15 Brown & Holliday, North Shiekis 

JOHNSTON, WILLIAM Nassav, Bowdon, Chester, Merchant Dec %1 Speakman, Man. 
chester 

KNIGHT, ELIZABETH, Scraptoft, Leicester Dec 21 Richardson, Leicester 

MARKS, Moss, Fellows rd, Hamps Dec 29 Russell & Arnholz, Great Winchester st 

MEARS, ALFRED JonN, North End rd, Fulham Deel5 Young & Co, Ely pl 

MoLEswortH, DAME JANE, Trewarthenick, Cornwall Dec 15 Whatley & Son, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

MUNRO, Honor, Ho» ast, Walthamstow Dec12 Barrett & Son, Leadenhall st 

PARTRIDGE, ROBERT CHARLES, Eaton, Norwich Dec 24 Trotter & Patteson, Victoria 
st, Westminster 

Pues, Davin, Bryngwyn, Rainor, Farmer Dec 14 Wallis, Hereford 

Rak, WILLIAM, Sale, Chester Dec ll Wilson & Cowle, Liverpooi 

RBUTER, MARY TR* ESA HUBERTINA. Liverpool Nov 23 E!'ts & Johnson, Liverpool 


Smith & Snyth, 


| Rooke, Josiau, Birmingham Dec 31 A & W H Green, Birmingham 


SANDES, Rev SamvuEL Dickson, Thornton Heath, Surrey Dee 14 
Aldersga‘e st 

SHAW, JoHN, Forton, Lancs Decl Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 

SILKE, LOUISA CAROLINE, Tunbridge Wells Dec 14 Greenip & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

SMITH, BENJAMIN, Davenport, nr Stockport Dec 22 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

SMITH, FREDERIC, Bowdon, Chester, Wire Manufacturer Dec 22 Risque & Robson, 
Manchester 

SPENCER, JANE ANNE, Drayton, Norfolk Dev 5 Wood, Finsbury eq 

SrMovps, JouNn, Leatherhead and Ashtead, Surrey, Butcher Dec 23 Hart & Ca, 
Dorking 

TARPLER, Grorar, Solihall, War@ick, Bricklaver Dee 11 Sharpley, Birmingham 

THOMPSON, CHARLE:, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler Nov 23 Ellis & Johnsen, 
Liverpool! 

THURMALL, HENRY MeTCALPE, Saint Ives, Hants, Ozier Grower Dac 15 Copley, 
St Ives 

Wuitron, CHARLOTT& MARY, Caversham, Reading Dec 7 
hall st 

WILLIAMS, Henry, 8t Just in Roseland, Cornwall, Farmer Deo 31 Watson, Pearya 

WILSON, Jesse, Clifton, Bedford Dec8 Veasey, Baldock, Herts 

WOOLFORD, SARAH ELIZABETH, Swindon, Wilts Dec 31 Townsend & Co, Swindon 


London Gazette. ~—TURSDAY, Nov. 17. 


ALEXANDER, GeorGE, St Mary at Hill, Coffee House Keeper Dec 12 Foy, 
Wa brook 

ARCHER, FREDERICK JonN, Stanmore, Middix, Manufacturer's Agent Dec2l Morgan 
& Upjohn, Serjeants’ inn, Temple 

ATKINSON. ELIZABETH, Rotherham Dec 2 (Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

— ELIZAB&TH, Newcastle upon Tyne De: 31 Brown & Son, Newe stle upon 
Tyne 

RockinG, JoHN WALTeR. Godalming, Printer Decl0 Pare, King's Lynn 

BRADD, ELIZA, Stifford, Ewex Dec 28 Hatten & Asp in, Grays, x 

BrRapb, JaAME3, Scifford, Essex, Market Gardener jj, Dec28 Hatten& Asplin, Grays, 


Ess 
BROWN, Maildison & Co, Old 


Isaace & Lewis, Rasing- 


2x 
Groreck Benson, Toronto, Canada Dec 14 


ewry 
BURKINSHAW, JOHN WILLIAM, Hillsborough, Sheffield, Foreman Dec 22 Smith & Co, 
Sheffleld 
—— Epwin Joseru, York Town, Surrey, Grocer 
14m 
CARR, Hk ‘ry Foster, Pinhoe. Devon Dec 22 Pope, Exeter 
CHIPPINDALL, Rev WILLIAM, Leicester Dec 81 Chippind 1. Cambridge 
DAVEY, CATHERINE, Westerfield, Suffolk Dec 15 Block & Cua'lingham Ipswich 
DAVEY, PHILIP, Westerfield, Suffolk, Dealer Dec 15 Block & Callingham, Ipswich 
Daviz’, Mary, Lilangorwen, Cardigan Dec 18 Thomas & Co, Liverpool 
DAY, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Stoneyeste. Leicester Dec 20 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester 
DeReicoTT, REBECCA. Tipton, Staffs Dec 14 Round, Tipton 
Derry, Lucy Watson, Long Satton, Lincs Dec12 Mossop & Mossop, Long Sutton 
GLANVILLE, MARY AGNETA, Langham Hil), nr Ivybrilge, Devon Dec 17 Prance & 
Prance, Piymoath 
HARWOoD, ALICE ANN Cropt, Clitheroe Dec 12 Wilson & Co, Clitheroe 
HaYHow, HARRY, South Norwood Dec1l7 Theodore & Co, Clement'sion 
Hopason, THOMAS, Over Kellet,nr Lancaster Dec 1 Maxsted & Ce, Lancaster 
LLOYD, BESJAMIN, Darwen, Lancs, Jo ner Nov 27 Hindle & Co, Darwen 
MCLAUGHLIN, ANNE, Worthing Dec 28 Gates, Worthing 
MCLAUGHLIN, Major General EDWARD, Worthing Dec 28 Gates, Worthing 
MIDDLETON, JAMES Hevry, Banbury, Oxford, Baker Dec 18 Fairfax & Barfiel!, 
sanbury 
Owgn, Henry Humpurey, Newport, Mon, Hay and Corm Dealer Dec 13 Laybourne 
& Co, Newnort 
PETERS, PHiLir, Tunbridge Wells, China Merchant Dec 11 Buss & Levett, Tunbridge 
Wells 
PHILLIPS, THOMAS, Llandovery, Solicitor Dec 24 Davies, Lampeter 
RoBInsoN, JoHN, Harrop. Yorks, Farmer Jani2 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
SAUNDERS, NATHANIEL, Dedham, Essex, Builder Dec 14 Elwes & Co, Colchester 
SENNITT, GEORGE PERRY, Stretham, Cimbridge, Poulterer Dec 24 Archer & Archer 


Dac 7 Cooke & Co, Woking- 


Ely 

Tims, LUKB, Pendleton, Salfor4, Bricklayer Deo 19 Walker & Co, Manchester 

Wane, WILLIAM, Newport, Mon Solicitor Dec 14 Wade & Son, Newport 

Watts, READING WILLIAM, Ramagat» Dec 31 Drnces & Attlee, Billiter aq 

WELDON, FREDERIOK, Hyde Park Hotel, Knightsbridge Dee 11 Anderson & Sons, 
Ironmonger Ja 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STHREET, t.0NVDo0W, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion im Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat oa 


«pplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


Nov. 10. 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Whitwell, Derby, Builder 
Off Rec, Fiatree In, Sheffield 
mas, Wes on super Mare, Builder 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin at, Bristol 
ALFRED, Hishopagate, Confectioner 
Bankruptey bldee, Carey st 
Rorgert, Addington rd, Bow, Chemist 
Nov 19a 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey +t 
Conpis, Josrpu, Andover, Hants, Coal Merchant Nov 
19 at 12.30 Off Re-, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis- 
bury 
East, EDWARD, 


ASHLEY, STEPHEN Nov 17 at 
1! “0 
BAKER, 1 
at 11.49 
BARNET, CHAR!ES 
Nov 10 «tll 
BRAY, GEORGE 


Nov 17 


Broathurst gdns, Hampstead, 
Nov 19 at 18 Bankruptcy | Ides, Carey at 
EMANUKL, Josern, Lynette av, Balham Nov 19 at 1 

Pankruptcy b'des. Carey at 
ForRSsTER, JOHN Marks, Leeds, Commission Agent 
at il Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
FouLps, Josgeru, Scunthorpe, Baker Nov 17 at 11 
Ree, 8t Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
FRance!, A. & Co, Bridgewater eq, Barbican 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 
Gorrs, CHARLES WILLIAM Feacham, Norfolk, 
Nov 18 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King at, Norwich 
HARGREAVES, ALFRED WILLIAM, Read, Lancs, Rutcher 
Nov 18 at 11.30 Off Ree, 18, Winckley st, Pres'on 
HAYWARD, ROBERT ARTHOR, Stretford, Lanes, Secretary 
Nov 18 at 3 Off Rec. Byrom st, Manch ater 
K ERSHAW, JouN, Droyladen, Lanca, Cotten Doub 'er. 
17 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom at, Manchester 
LANTAFYP, SAMURL, and ARTHUR JAMES Rrawn, Rushden 
Northampton, (arriers Nov 18 at 12 Off Rec, The 
Parade, Northampton 
Lowers, WILLIAM JOAN, Sedgefi+ld., 
Proprietor Nov 19 at 11.30 O 
Albert rd, Middlesbrouch 
MATTHEWS, THOMAS, Jun, Blackburr, Taxi Cab Proprietor, 
Nov i8atil Off Rec, 13, Winckley st. Preston 
NOAKES, ALBERT ARTHUR, Evst Ham. Fesex. Provision 
Dealer Nov 18 at 11, Bankruptcy bidngs, Carey st 
PYANDER, PAUL, Buxton, Confectioner Nov 20 at 11 
Ree, Cestie chmbra, 6, Vernon at, $ ockport 
PINKNEY, PRANCIS, Hackness, Yorks, Farmer Nov 17 
Off Rec, 48, Westhorough, Scarborough 
READ, FREDERICK, Amersham, Bucks, Hotel Keeper 
18 at1l2 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
READIN®, ALFRFD, S utheea, Crach Builder Nov 
8 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
RoBertTs, JOHN DAVID. Barton under Needwood, Staffe, 
Cycle Agert Nov 19 at 11 Off Kec, 19, &t Peter's 
churchyard, Derby 
ROLLINSON, FREDERICK, Ilkeston 
Nov 19 at 12 Off Bec, 12, 
Derby 
SILKE, Vicror A,, Combwich, nr Bridgwater, Somerset, 
Grocer Nov 18at1l1.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 
SMITH, Srpyery, Lichfield, Root 
Off Ree, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 
STEINBERG, ARTHUR, Didsbury, Manchester, 
Works of Art Nov 17 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
Manchester 
THORNTON, EDWARD, Marlingford, Norfolk 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
WINTER, JOSEPH ARTHUR, Great Grimsby, Grocer 
18 at 11 Off Rec, St. Mary's chmbrs, 
Grimsby 
Woops, Kpwarp, Edmonton, 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
BILLSBOROUGH, THOMAS, Kibbleton, 
Salford Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov é 
Baay, Groves Ronsert, Addington 
High Court Pet NewS Ord Nov 5 
CARTER, CHARLES WYCLIFFR, Netheravon, Wilts, Draper 
and (u fitter Bath Pet Nové Ord Nov 6 
COLBOUBNE, ARTHUR GEORGR, Lancing, Suas:x, 
Brighton Pet Oct 20 Ord Nov 4 
Consin, JoserH, Andover, H nt*, Coal Merchant Salis- 
bury Pet Sept 29 Ord Nov 6 
Eu ANURL, Joseru, Lynette av, Balham 
Nov5 Ord N lov 8 
FORSTER, JOHN MARKS, Leeds, Commission Agent Leeds 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 
GoLpmMa®, HYMAN, Choriton on Medlock, Menchester 
Master Tailor, Manchester Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov5 
Goopmas, THOMAS WILLIAM, Bulwell, Nottingham, 
Draper Nottingham Pet Nové Ord Nov 6 
HouLmweg, WILLIAM Jaws, Lupton, Westmoreland, 
Kendal Pet Nov? Ord Nov7 
Lewis, WILLIAM, Glyncorrwg, Port 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov 7 
PFANDER, PAUL. Buxton, 
Nov 5 Ord Nov 6 
SCHMIDT, GUSTAVE ALBERT MICHAEL, 
Wi lesden, Artesian Well Borer 
Mar $1 Ord Nov 5 
SLATER, RaDFORD. Farnah Green, nr Belper, Farmer 
by ont Long Eaton Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 5 
Smira, JouN WILLIAM GAkDNER, Kettering North- 
ampton Pet Aug 28 Ord Nov4 
SMITH, SIpNEY, Lichfield, Boot Maker 
Nové Ord Nov 6 
STorey, Jonn Hewnry, 
Durham Pet Nov 5 Ord Novs 
Amended Notice subs ituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Oct. 30, 1914 
BLENKISOP, THOMAS Baack, Newbottle, Durham, Joiner 
Darham 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
StaIntoy, Tom, Boston, Lincs, ama Boston 
May 6, 1900 Annul Oct 16, 19 


Surgeon 


Nov 18 
of 
Nov 20 at 11 


Baker 


Nov 


Durham, 
ff Rec, 


Drug Store 
Court chmbrs, 


Off 
ata 
Nov 


19 at 


Der! y, Coal Dealer 
St Peter's churchyard, 


Maker Nov 19 at 12 


Dealer in 
Byrom st, 
Nov 18at 


Nov 
Great 


Biker Nov 18 at 11.30 


Preston, Builder 
rd, Bow, Chemist 


Grocer 


High Court Pet 


Farour 
Talbot, Grocer Neath 
Confectioner Stockport Pet 


Blenheim gdns, 
High Court Pet 


Walsall Pet 


Bowburn, Durham, Grocer 


Adjud | sy ALFRED Henry, Burslem, Secretary Hanley 


London Gazette—Fripar, Nov. 13, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. | 


BouLtos, ALyrnep Henry, Barslem, Secretary Hinley 
Pet Oct 29 Ord Novo 

DALE, FREDERICK NETTERVILLE, Withingtoa, Glos, Grocer 

Cheltenham Pet Nor 9 Ord Nov 9 

tpsos, WILLTAM Tuomas, Wiadsor, Hosier Windsor | 

Pet Nov it Ord Nov ll | 

Davies, HENRY ADDENBROOKE, Darran, Glim, Grocer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

EastTwoop, Jouv Watrer, Otley, Yorks, Draper 
Pet Nov® Ord N v9 

Eastwoop, Water, Rastrick, Yorks, Hairdresser H .Jifar 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

Foster, Josera, Bi-hop 
Durham Per Nov Il 

FPRANKLAND, HERBERT, York, 
Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

(eORGE, WILLIAM, Wellaway, Bath, Grocer Bath, 
Nov9 Ord Nov9 

GILure, WILLIAM, Tenbury, Wore ester, 
minster Pet Nov7 Ord Nov7 

Goop, WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hall, General 
Kingston neon Hall Pet Nov9 Ori Novo 

HINCHCLIFPR, MARY ELIzapeTs, Barnsley Barnsley 
Nov 10 Ord Now 10 

HOWRLL, JARRETT DOUGLASS, 
Grocer Svansea Pet Oct 24 

Jon¥s, THOMAS, “gmore Vale, 
Pet Nov® Ord Nov9 

KINSELLA, EDWARD PaTRICK 
Bexhill, Katertainers Hastings 
Nov 10 

LANDSBERG, 
chant 

LESTER, GROSYRNOR 
Court Pet Sept 2 Ord Nov 11 

Moss & Paps, Dartford, Kent, Cowkeepers 
Pet Oct 28 Od Nov lo 

Riper, Groree WILLIAM, Sheffield, 
Pet Nové Ord Novill 

Rose. CHARLES, Duke st, 
High Court Pet Nov 10 

ROvARD, Evcenx, Fairmile av, 
Manager Wand-worth Pet Oct 12 

SAVAGE, WILLIAM Henry, Cockfosters, 
Pet Mar25 Or’ July 30 

SEYMOUR, ADA ELIZABETH, Leicester Leicester Pet Nov 

Ord Nov ll 

TowLeER, Tom, Bradfo'd Bradford Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 

Towser, STANLEY Groner, Rainham, Kent, Nurseryman 
Rochester Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 

VICKERS, JOHN ALFRED, Retford, County Court C'erk 
Lincoln Pet Novil Ord Nov it 

Wab#t, FRANK, Lincoln, Grocer Lincoln Pet Nov9 Ord 
Novo 

Wippowsoy, Amos, Beighton, Derby, 
Chesterfield Pet Nov1l Ord Novl 

W OODSEATS GENERAL STORES, Sheffie.d Sheffie'd 
21 Ord Novo 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


WILLIAM THOMAS, deceased, Leadenhall st 
Nov 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Boutton, ALFRED HENRY, Burslem, Staffs, Building 
Society's Secretary Nov 20at 12 Off Rec, King st, 
Newcastle, Staffs 

DYER, ROBERT WHITEHEAD, B'akeney, Glos, Grocer Nov 
21 at 12 Off Re’, Station rd, Gloucester 

Eastwood, JoHN WALTER, Otley, Yorks, Draper 
atll Off Rec, 24, Bond st. Leeds 

EASTWOOD, WALTER, Rastrick, Yorks, Hairdresvr 
20 at 3 County Court House, prescott st, Halifax 

EMERY, CHARLES HOLLAND, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, 
Cierk Nov 20at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 

EXTALL, WILLIAM, Arnold. Notts Nov 20at11 Off Ree, 
4. Castle pi, Park at, Nottingham » 

CILts, WILLIAM, Tenbury, Worcester, Painter 
at3 Lion Hotel, Kid lerminster 

GOLDMAN, HyMawN, Choritoen on Medlock, Manchester, 
Master Tailor Nov 23at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Good, WILLIAM, Kingston-npon-Hull, General Dealer Nov 
2 atli,3s0 Of Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

GRIFFIS, JAMES DANIEL, Brighton, Hotel Manager Nov 
20 at 23) Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brightor 

Hotmr, WILtiaM JAM¥s, Lupton, Westmorland, Farmer 
Nv 25at11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 

JESSOP, FREDERICK CHARLES, Tunbridge Wells, Fruiterer 
Nov 20 at 3 Om Rec, 124, Marlborough pl 
Brighton : 

LANDSBERG, HARRY MAX, Kedoross st, Barbican, Mer- 
chant Nov 24 atl Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

LESTER, GROSVENOR SIDNEY, Dover, Saddler Nov 24 at 
12 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Rose, CHARLES, Duke st, Grosvenor sq, Ladies’ Tailor 
Nov25ati2 Bankrupty bidgs, Carey st 

SAVAGR, WILLIAM Henry, Cockfosters, Middlx, Retired 
Engineer Nov 2% at 11.30 14, Bedford row 

Seymour, ADA FLizapeta, Leicester Nov 20 at 3 Off 
Kec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

STorkY, 'OuN Henry, Bowburn, Durham, Grocer 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pi, Sunderland 

THORP, SARAH ANN, Sneintor, Notts Nov 2) at 12 Off 
Rec, 12, -t Peter's churchyard, Derby 

TOWLER, Tom Bradford On Rice, 12, Duke 
st, Bradford 

Wraae, Vavip Davy, Dronfield, Derby, Cutlery Manu- 
lacturer Nov 20 at 2.30 Off Rev, 4, Castle pl, Park 
st, Nottingham 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


ADLER, CECIL GRoRGE, Throgmorton av, Solicitor High 
Court Pet May 28 Ord Nov 10 


Da 


Leeds 


Auckland, Grocer 
Ord Nov tl 


Boot Dealer 


Durhain, 
York Pet 
Pet 
Painter Kidder- 
Dealer 
Pet 
Manse ton, 


Ord Nov 9 
Giam, Grocer Cardiff 


Swansea, 


and HARRY 
Pet Nov 10 


COLLARD, 
Ord 


Harry MAX, Redeross at, Barbican, Mer- 


High Court Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov ll 
Sipney, Dover, Saddler High 
Rochester 


Stationer Sheffiela 


Grosvenor sq, Ladies’ Tailor 


Or! Nov lv 

Streatham, Restaurant 
Ord Nov 11 
Middx Barnet 


General Draper 


Pet Oct 


BALL, 


Nov 23 


Nov 


Nov 20 


Nov 20 


Nov 20 at ll 





Oct? Ord Nov 10 


| DaLe FREDERICK NETTERVILLE, Withington. Clos, G 


Cheltenham Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 - 
Davipsos, WILLIAM THomas, Windsor, Hosier Wi 
Pet Nov 11 Ord Novil 
Davies, Hevry Addenbrooke, 4 

Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 10 — 
Eastwood, JOHN —-. Otley, Leeda 
Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov 
BasTwoop, WALTER, + Hairdresser Halifax Pe 
Nov lo Ord Nov 10 
EMERY, CHARLES HOLLAND. Sutton Coldfield, Were 
Clerk Birmingham Pet = 5 Ord Nov ll 
Foster, JoserH, Bishop Auc — Durham, 
Durham Pet Nov 1! Ord Nov 1 
FRANKLAND, HERBERT, York, Boot Dealer York Pa 
Nov 1 Ord Nov 10 a 
GEorGE, WILLIAM, Bath, Grocer Bath Pet Nov 9 On 
Nov 9 
GILLIS, WILLIAM, Tenbury, 4 cester, Painter Kidden 
minster Pe’ Nov 7 Ord Nov7 a 
Goop, WILLIAM, Kingston-upon-Hull, General Deake 
ton-upon-Hul! Pet Nov9 (rd Nov 
HILIP VYVIAN EVERSLEIGH, Gravesend Rochester 
7 Ord Nov 10 ‘ 
Hayw ARD, Roper, ARTHUR, Manchester, Secretary Sal 
ford Pet Oct 16 Ord Nov 10 
HINCHCLIFFE, MARY ELIZABETH, Barnsley Barnsley Pet 
Nov 16 Ord Nov 10 
Jgssop, FREDERICK CHARLES, Tanbridg? Wells, Fruiterer 
Tunbridge We ls Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 10 
Jones, THOMAS, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 
KAYE, Sir Jonn Pepys Lister, Baronet, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet Feb27 Ord Novo 
KersHaw, JonN, Droylsden, Lancs, Cotto: Doubler 
Ashton under "Lyne Pet Oct 31 Ord Noy 
KINSELLA, EowarpD Patrick, and Harry COoLLaF 
Bexhill, Eutertainers Hastings P.t Nov 10 
Nov 10 
LANDSBERG, HARRY MAX, Redcross st, Barbican, Merchant — 
High Court Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov i 
PATRICK, FREDERIOK, Much Wenlock, Salop Th 
Machine Proprietor Shrewsbury Pet Sept 26 
Nov 10 
PICKLEs, JAMES ROBERT. Spode, nr Colne, Lancs 
Burl y Pet Oct 22 Ord Nov 1 
SsSYMOUR. Apa ELIZABETH, Badd Leicester Pet Nov 
ll Ord Nov ll 
TOWLER, TOM, Bradford Bradford Pet Nov? Ord Nov® 
TOWSEY, STANLEY GEORGE, Rainbam, Kent, Nurserymaa 
Rochester Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
VICKERS, JOHN ALFRED, Retford, Notts County Court 
Clerk Lincoln Pet Novil Ord Nov il 
WAbr, FRANK, Lincoln, Gro.er Lincoln Pet Nov 9 Ord 
Nov? 
Wippowson, AMos, Beighton, Derby. General Dealer 
Chesterfield Pet Nov il Ord Nov 11 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 

BAILEY, GEORGE ROBERT, Sutton in Ashfi-ld, Notts, Grocer 
Nottingham Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 Ul 
Joux THomMAs, Duley, Worcester, Bricklayer 

Dudley Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 ; 

Birncu, CHARLES SepTimcs, Leamington, Theatre Lessee 
Warwi k Pet Novi4 Ord Novl4 

CLUTTEN, JAMES VALENTINE CHAPMAN, Oxford, Stationer . 
Oxford Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Cook, WALTER, Brierley Hill, —_ Bricklayer Stour. 
bridge Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 

GEE, ARTHUR WILLIAM. Wo seley Bridge, Staffs, Engine 
Driver Staffs Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

GURR, FREDERICK, jun, Tunbridge Wells Coal Merchant 
Tunbdri ige Wells Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

HAInstock, Rosert THuRssy, Copthall House, Stock 
Dealer High Court Pet Mar 2 Ord Nov 13 

HALL, SAMURL, Heywood, Lancs, S.ddler Bolton Pet 
Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 

HaworTs,* Harry, Blackburn, Commission Agent Black 
burn Pet Novi3 Ord Nov 13 

Hoce, Groreas, Kimberley, Notts, Cattle Dealer Notting 
ham Pet Novi2 Ord Nov lz 

HUSBAND, foo, 5 Portsmouth, Builder Portsmouth 
Pet Nov 12 Nov 12 

HvUxstTer, ALBERT THOMAS, Cranbrook, Kent, Publicas 
Hastings Pet Nov13 Ord Nov13 

JENKINS, ELLEN, Roundwood rd, Willesden, Dairy 
Farmer High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Nov 13 

KEARTLAND, ARCHIBALD, Onre Bay, Denbigh, Re 
car Pro Bangor Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 


pemen, Hat Seachens ‘nigh 
Nov 12 

Cycle 
Pet 


Darran, Glam, 
Ort Nov 10 
Yorks, Draper 


Gre 


BILL, 


etor 
LARK, —— Hoxton has 
Court Pet Novi2 ¢ 
LEWIN, yearn HAROLD, Kettering, Motor and 
Dealer Northampton Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
, BEATRICE — Bradford Bradford 
Novl4 Ord Nov 1 
NEWNHAM, Exyest gueny, Chatham, Sommer Clerk 


Rochester Pet Nov 14 Ord Novi 
SEWELL, WILLIAM, Suton, yt. LR Norfolk, Farmet 
Norwich Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 
SILLey, Grores, Brighton, Saddler Brighton Pet Nov 18 
Nov 13 
Sinezr & Co, J, Mile End rd, Costume Manufacturers 
H Court "Pet Sept 4 Ord Nov 12 
SprrrTLe, WALTER WILLIAM, Mi ‘dlesbrou uw Ship Chkand- 
ler Middiesbrouch Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 
STEEDMAN, Henry Percy GoRMaNSTON, Britannia st, Hox 
ton, Agent High Court Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 12 
STEELE, ALEXANDER ROBERTSON, Holl mi st, Kensingvon, 
Merchant High Court Pet May 5 Ord Nov 12 
wer} T Savoy ct, Strand High Court Pet July ? 
Nov 12 
SUDDABY, JAMES, Beverley, + anaes Kingston upon Hull 


ot Nov 13 Ord Nov 1 
Swirr, wTnestae, Norton, | Farmer Worceste? — 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
Tanner, THomASs, Henley on Thames, Carrier Reading 
Pet Novi? Ord Novi? 
wasuas, WiLliaM Ewakrt, Brighton, Ham and Bed. 
s Brighton Pet Novis Ord Nov is 
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